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favoring higher pay for postal employees; to the Committee on
the Post Office.and Post Roads.

4015, Also, petition of Amalgamated Association of Iron, Steel,
and Tin Workers of North America, favoring amnesty to politi-
cal prisoners; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4016. Also, petition of G. E. Barton, of New York, against
l}]{onus to uninjured soldiers; to the Commitiee on Ways and

eans.

4017, By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Waiters' Union, Local 30,
favoring amnresty for political prisoners; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

4018, Also, petition of J. T. Bradley, of Grass Valley, favoring
increased postal salaries; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

4019. Also, petition of Air Reduction Sales Co., of Emery-
ville, Calif., protesting against Senate bill 3223 and House bill
9932, to the Committee on Patents.

4020, By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Community
Association of Charlotte, Mich., favoring increased rates on the
railroads; to the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

4021, By Mr, STINESS: Petition of Hon. J. P. Mahoney,
mayor of Newport; David C. Caesar, president Newport Cham-
ber of Commerce; H. F. Busby, secretary local No. 268, I. B. E,
W., Newport ; John McGrane, molders’ union, Newport; O. Shea,
secretary laborers’ local No. 407, Newport; Oliver W. Barker,
secretary local No. 15553, Newport; William P. Noonan, New-
port Boilermakers’ Union ; James Percy, National Association of
Supervisors, Narragansett Bay district; Joseph Trigueiro, sec-
retary Machinists’ Lodge No, 119, Newport; James H. Devine,
local No. T03, plumbers and steamfitters, Newport; C. A. Mec-
Manus, recording secretary local No. 175, sheet-metal workers
and coppersmiths union, Newport; Perry B. Dawley, secretary
Carpenters’ District Council, Newport, all in the State of Rhode
Island, protesting against the proposed elimination or reduction
of the item of $200,000 for maintenance of the naval torpedo
station at Newport, R. I., as contained in the naval appropria-
tion bill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

4022, By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of John N. Cole, of Boston,
Mass., favoring additional Federal aid for good roads; to the
Committee on Roads.

4023. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Boston, Mass., in re-
gard to higher pay for postal empleyees; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

4024. By Mr. WOODYARD : Petition of Parkersburg Soldiers’
Aid, of Parkersburg, W. Va., favoring enactmept of law for
observance, on May 30 of each year, of the services of the sol-
diers and sailors of the recent war; to the Committee on DMili-
tary Affairs.

SENATE.
Moxpax, May 31, 1920.
(Legisiative day of Monday, May 2}, 1920.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration
of the recess.

Mr. CURTIS.
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

Ball Fernald MeCumber Sheppar
Beckham France MeKellar h.lgl%s .
goral; Ear ﬁc%ean Simmons
randegee erry cNary Smith, Ariz,
Calder Hale Nelson Smith, Md.
Capper Harding New Smith, 8. C,
Chamberlain Harris Norris Smoot
Colt Harrison Nugent Spencer
Comer Henderson Pn.%e Sutherland .
Culberson Hitcheoek Phipps Thomas
Curtis Jones, Wash. Pittman Trammell
Dial Kendrick Poindexter Underwood
Dillingham Keyes Fomerene adsworth
R R T
Jlkins als on
Mccgcrmick Robinson Wnrrtel'n

Mr GERRY. The Senator from Arizona [Mr. Asmurst], the
junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. OvERmax], the Senator from California
[Mr. Parrax], and the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr,
Swanson] are absent on official business.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered
to the roll call, There is a quorum present.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bills:

S.4411. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
counties of Pembina, N. Dak., and Kittson, Minn., to construct
a bridge across the Red River of the North at or near the city
of Pembina, N. Dak.; and

8.4431. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Rock River, in Lee County, State of Illinois, at or
near the city of Dixon, in said county.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res.
336) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan to the Albert
Sidney Johnston Camp, United Confederate Veterans, No. 1820,
Fort Worth, Tex., 100 cots and blankéts for the use of Confed-
erate veterans at the reunion of said camp June 24 to 27, in-
clusive, 1920,

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 9783) to provide a national budget system and an in-
dependent audit of Government accounts, and for other pur-

poses,

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 14157) to provide adjusted compensation for veterans
of the World War; to provide revenue therefor; and for other
purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House agrees to the

-amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. . 1309) for the relief
of Perry L. Haynes.

The message also announced that the House agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senafte No. 1 to
the bill (H. R. 11892) making appropriations for the construc-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers
and harbors, and for other purposes, insists upen its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate No. 1 to the bill, agrees
to the further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appeointed Mr. Kex-
~EnY of Iowa, Mr. DEMPSEY, and Mr. GALLAGHER managers at
the further conference on the part of the House.

The message further announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were
thereupon signed by the Vice President:

H. R.12272. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921;
and

H.R.12775. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for
making further and more effectual provision for the national
defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, and to
establish military justice.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in. the Recorp a certified copy of a joint resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Nevada, which relates to the
establishment of the Tahoe National Park, and I ask that it be
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Committee on Public Lands n.nd ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Senate joint resolution relative to the establishment of the Tahoe

National Park.

Whereas Lake Tahoe and the basin surrounding it constitute
one of the scenic wonders of the world, and should be pre-
served for all time for the people; and

Whereas private ownership of said section has despoiled a large
part of the surrounding basin and is a bar to development of
the natural beauty and resources of that section ; and

Whereas similar natural wonders in other sections of the coun-
try are under the control of the Federal Government, and re-
ceive better care and attention than is possible under private
ownership: Therefore be it
Resolved by the Senaie of the State of Nevada (the Assembly

concurring), That the Congress of the United States is hereby

petitioned to include Lake Tahoe and the Tahoe Basin in a

national park under the control of the United States, and that

copies of this resolution be sent to the Secretary of the In-
terior and to our Senators and Representative in Congress; be it
further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be transmitted to
-the president of the senate and speaker of the assembly of the
State of California, and that the Legislature of the State of

o
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California be requested to join with the State of Nevada in
petitioning the Congress for the establishment of a national
park as herein stated.
MAURICE J. SULLIVAN,
President of the Senate.
R. A. McKay,
Secretary of the Senate.
D. J. FITZGERALD,
Spealker of the Assembly.
J. H. CAUSTEN,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
Approved March 26, 1919, 4
Exyer D, Boyie, Governor,

I certify the within and foregoing to be a true copy of the
original enrolled resolution on file and of record in my office,
and further that said resolution was duly passed and adopted
on March 18, 1919, and was approved by the Governor on March
26, 1919, and deposited in my office.

[SEAL,] GEORGE BRODIGAN,

Secretary of State.

& By R. P. Burris, Deputy.
Mr. LODGE. I present a resolution adopted by the House

of Representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,

favoring increased compensation for employees of the Postal

Service. T ask that the resolution be printed in the Recorp and

referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows :

THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1920,

An order relative to the compensation of United States postal
employees :

Whereas the Post Office employees of the United States repre-
sent that their wages have not been increased in proportion
to the increased cost of living ; and

Whereas if many such employees leave the service of the United
States, as they have signified their intention so to do, there
will be a resultant decrease in the efficiency of the Postal
Service with an attendant interruption of and interference
with business and industrial operation: Therefore be it
Ordered, That the Massachusetts House of Representatives

records itself in favor of such action by Congress as may be

necessary to maintain the present efficiency of the Postal Sery-
ice; and be it further

Ordered, That copies of this order be transmitted by the sec-
retary of the Commonwealth to the presiding officers of both
branches of Congress, and to the Members in Congress from
Massachusetts.

In the house of representatives, adopted May 19, 1920.

A true copy.

Attest :
2 Arsert 1. LANGLEY,

v Secretary of the Commonwcealth.

Mr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kan-
sas City, Kans., praying for an increase in the salaries of
postal employees, which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Platt
County, Wyo., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu-
late the practice of chiropractic in the District of Columbia,
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Co-
Inmbia.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, from the Committee on Military Af-
fairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 4432) to provide for
awarding decorations, devices, or insignia to the next of kin
of deceased persons who would have been entitled to receive
the same, and making it unlawful for anyone other than the
person authorized to do so to wear such decoration, device, or
insignia, reported it without amendment.

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill (8. 2665) for the relief of Prof. William H. H.
Hart, principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior Republie
for Dependent Children, to establish Hart University, and to
provide for its maintenance and support, reported it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 646) thereon.

WILLTIAM H. H. HART.

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on Claims, reported the

following resolution (S. Res. 377) :

Resolved, That the bill (8. 2663)-entitled “A bill for the relief of
William H. H. Hart, principal of the Hart Farm School and Junior
Republic for Dependent Children, now pending in the Senate, together
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred
to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an aet

entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the
Judiciary,” approved March 8, 1911; and the said court shall proceed
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act and re
port to the Senate in accordance therewith,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on
the calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows :

By Mr. HENDERSON :

A bill (8. 4472) to authorize loans on silver bullion, to regu-
late interstate shipments of ore containing silver, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Finance,

By Mr. SPENCER :

A bill (8. 4473) to revise and equalize rates of pension to
the survivors of certain Indian wars, and for other purposes ;
to the Committee-on Pensions. .

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts:

A Dbill (8. 4474) granting an increase of pension to Delia
Chagnon (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Pensions. 4

HOUSE BILL REFERRED,

H. R. 14157. An act to provide adjusted compensation for
veterans of the World War, to provide revenue therefor, and
for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred
to the Committee on Finance.

ARMENIAN MANDATORY.

The Senate resumed the consideration of Senate concurrent
resolution No. 27, respectfully declining to grant to the Execu-
tive the power to accept a mandate over Armenia as requested
in the message of the President dated May 24, 1920,

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I should like now to have a
formal understanding reached. I ask the Senator from Ne-
braska whether we can not come to an agreement as to a time
to vote?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 should like to know if the Senator
from Massachusetts has any suggestion as to a time for a vote,

Mr. LODGE. So that we may have an agreement to vote I
have no suggestion to make., I leave it to the Senator to make
a suggestion.

Mr. HITCHCOCK.
factory? :

Mr. LODGE. Wednesday would snit me, and, as far as I
can speak for any others, I think it would suit.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. As far as I know, there is no objection
to coming to a vote, and if some hour on Wednesday after-
noon would suit the Senator I am willing to agree to it.

Mr. NORRIS. May I suggest that if we are to adjourn this
week, it seems fo me it is going to be necessary to devote less
time to this measure. Unless Senators are anxious to take up
the time, could we not reach a vote to-morrow? Would that
shut ont anyone who desires to be heard?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is my judgment that the difficuity
will be not that there will be many speeches on the subject,
but there is some difficulty with Senators in making up their
minds exactly as to what they want to do. 1 think between
now and Wednesday much other business can be transacted ;
I only suggested Wednesday becanse——

Mr. NORRIS. If we had it tacitly understood that when
Senators were not ready to debate the resolution, it should be
temporarily laid aside, so that we could transaet other husi-
ness, I would not have any objection. There is a good deal
of other business that ought te be transacted before we tuke
i recess.

Mr. LODGE. Unless Senators desire to debate it, of course
we can take up other business by unanimous consent very
easily. If we agree to take the vote on Wednesday, that will be
satisfactory to me,

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If I may be allowed to make a sugges-
tion to the Senator from Nebraska, in a colloquy that the Sena-
tor and 1 had on Saturday the Senator stated that he would
to-day ask for a unanimous-consent agreement, as I understood
him, to vote some time to-morrow, Tuesday. When the matter
was first brought before the Senate it was stated by the Senator
that he did not anticipate much debate on the question, and he
announced that he was himself opposed to the acceptance of the
mandate. Still he said he desired some time to prepare a pro-
posed amendment ; and it was for that reason, and also for the
reason, as the Senator stated, that some of the Senators had
left the Chamber and he had not had an opportunity to consult
with them Saturday afternoon, that the matter went over until
to-day. The mere fixing of a time to vote would not necessarily
imply that we have got to devote all the time hetween now and
the time fixed for a vote in the discussion of this question, be-
cause when no one cares to discuss this question it will be tem-

Would Wednesday at some hour be satis-
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porarily laid aside and other business transacted. But inas-
much as the matter has to go to the House of Representatives, the
President’s communication being addressed to Congress and this
being a concurrent resolution in reply, it seems to me that
unless some Senator states that he wants time to debate it to
a greater extent than could be afforded by voting on it to-morrow,
we might agree to vote to-morrow. I am influenced in this not
at all by a desire to curtail any Senator but simply by the ob-
vious fact suggested by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr,
Norris], that we have only four more days after to-day before
the Republicans, at least many of them, must leave for their
national convention, and the calendar is crowded with work. I
think the President ought to have an answer to this categorical
inquiry, which is very important to us and to Europe and Asia,
béfore we adjourn for six months, and we should not leave the
thing all afloat. I submit those considerations to the Senafor
from Nebraska.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think there is very little difference in
the ultimate result, whether we vote to-morrow or on Wednes-
day. Personally, to me there is no objection to voting on to-
morrew. The Senator from Massachusetts asked me to suggest
a date, and I suggested 4 o'clock Wednesday., I would not
object to any hour fo-morrow, but I can not answer for others.
There are some speeches to be made.

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I would be glad to have a vote to-
morrow and get the resolution out of the way. The House
ought to act upon it. I have no idea what their intentions are.

If they propese to act on it they have the machinery which.

enables them to dct on very short notice, and they would have
plenty of time. I would be very glad if the Senator would
assent to making it 4 o'clock to-morrow afterncon.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Not later than 4 o’clock.

Mr. LODGE. Not Iater than 4 o’clock,

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts per-
mit me to point out to him the fact that at half after 4 o'clock
to-morrow the Senate will proceed under an order heretofore
entered to hear eunlogiles in memory of a former Member of
Congress, Gen. EstoriNar, of Louisiana? I do not know what
length of time will be econsumed in those ceremonies. So I
suggest——

Mr. LODGE. We might postpone the eulogies for a few
moments. I do not think that would be too late.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I suggest, if we agree on
some hour to-morrow afternoon, that we meef earlier in the

° morning, in view of the announcement made by the Senator from

Arkansas, and dispose of the pending resolution before the hour
get for the memorial addresses.

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to meet at any early
hour. We ecan make it not later than 4 e'clock perfectly well.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro-
posed unanimous-congent agreement.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

It is agreed by unanimm consent that at not luer than. 4 o'clock
p. in. on the calendar day of Tuesday, June 1, 1920, the Benate will

roceed to vote, without further debate, upon smy amendment that may
pending, any amendment that may be offered, and upon Senate con-
current resolution 27, a resolution res 1y declining to grant to the
Executive the power to accept n mandate over Armenia, as requested in
the message of the President dated May 24, 1920.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts
at what hour he expects to-morrow to take up the Armenian
question?

Mr. LODGE. The whole time is given to it from now until
to-morrow when the vote is to be taken.

Mr. KING. I have no objection to the proposed agreement.

Mr. REED. There is a question as to whether we are going
to adjourn or recess. :

Mr. LODGE. On Saturday?

Mr. REED. No; the guestion is whether we shall adjourn
or take a recess Lhis evening.

Mr. LODGE. A recess. I intend to keep the concurrent reso-
lution before the Senate unless a time arrives when no one de-
sires to speak upon it, and then of course we could lay it aside
for other lusiness. It is understood that it is to be kept
steadily before the Senate until 4 o'clock to-morrow, and that we
shall take a recess this afternoon.

Mr. McCORMICK. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mr. McCORMICK. Since the Senator from Missouri has
raised the question of a recess, I should like to ask if before

the ultimate adjournment or recess the Committee on the Judi-

ciary purposes to report a joint resolution repealing wholly or
in part the so-called war acts? If we are going to give two days
to the discussion of the Armenian resolution, I wonder what
time we may have to consider the repeal of those acts, which

no longer inure to the benefit of the country and very obviously
inure in some degree to its great disadvantage.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I hope the bill to which the
Senator refers will scon be brought before the Senate, but sve
can not make a unanimous-consent agreement as to two meas-
ures; we have got to make a unanimous-consent agreement as
to one bill as a preliminary. I think the matter which is now
before us ought to be disposed of at once.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection to entering
into the unanimous-consent agreement?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, before the agreement iz made,
I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator from- Massachu-
setts that he incorporate in the agreement the stipulation that
the Senate shall meet at 10 o'clock to-morrow morning, and that
no speeches made on to-morrow shall exceed one hour in length
if any other Senator desires to speak.

Mr. LODGE. So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly will-
ing to aecept that suggestion.

Mr, REED. I will say not o exceed 45 minutes if any other
Senator desires to speak.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I suggest that we make it absolute. We
can not tell whether or not any other Senator desires to speak
until the time arrives.

Mr. SMITH of Arlmha. Four or five Senators always desire
to speak.

Mr. REED.
minutes.

Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to accept that addition,
Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT.

I am willing to make the time limitation 45

The unanimous-consent agreement

‘asked for by the Senator from Massachusetts will be read.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

It is agreed by unanimous consent that at not later than 4 o'clock
p. m. on the calendar day of Tuesday, June 1, 1920, the Senate will pro-
eceed to vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that may be
pending, any amendment that may offered, and upon Senate concur-
rent resolution 27, a resolution proposing that Congress re: tfully
deelines to grant to the Executive the power to accept a mandate over
Armenia, as requested in the message of the Presid.ent dated May 24,
1920 ; that upon the said calendar ﬁy Tuesday, June 1, 1920, the
Senafe will meet at 10 o’cloek a. m. ; nnd, further, that on said calendar
dly no Senator shall speak more than once or !onger than 45 minutes
t the said resolution and any or dments offered

Mr. REED.

I wish to change the phraseclogy of the unani-

-mous-consent agreement. The statement contained theréin is

“No Senator shall speak more than once or longer than 45
minutes.” I think that ought to be changed so as to read:
‘“Shall speak in all more than 45 minutes.” That will give
any Senator making a proposal an oppeortunity to advocate it
and, possibly, to reply to criticisms which may be made of it.

Mr. BORAH, DMr. President, I desire to ask has the Senator
from Nebraska yet submitted his propesed amendment?

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have not yet offered the amendment:
I shall ask to have it printed to-day. I desire to make some
revision of it.

Mr, President, in the proposed unanimous-congent agreement
I should like to have incorporated at the appropriate place, if
the Senator from Massachusetts will permit, the words “ and
a motion to recommit shall be considered as a disposition.”

Mr. LODGE. That would be in order and coulcl not bhe
cut out.

Mr. HITCHCOCE. I had some doubt as to whether, under
the unanimous-consent agreement, that would be a disposition
of the resolution.

Mr, LODGE. A motion to recommit would be in order, and
if agreed to 'would be a disposition of the resolution.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. If that is understood, I shall be satis-
fied.

Mr, BORAH. Mr. President, I am just as anxious to vote on
this resolution as is any other Senator, I suppose, but I do net
know the nature of the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Nebraska, and I dislike to agree to a proposal for unani-
mous consent for a final vote until I am informed as to that.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The amendment proposed by the Senator
from Nebraska has been printed in the Recorp.

Mr. BORAH. I desire to ask that the amendment may be
read.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The amendment is in the Recorp, having
been read on Saturday. However, I will read it again. It is
as follows:

Resolved further, That the President be, and he is hereby, em-
powered to appeint three Ame citizens to act with a like number
of re resentat ves of the Government of Armenia in the organization
o! a. oint commission, the =ix so chosen fo select a seventh person as

joint commmission shall be charged with the duty of
supervlsl the preparation, issuance, offering for sale, and sale in
the United States of bonds of the Armenian Government, not exceeding
$50,000,000 in amount, the proceeds of which shall be available under
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approval of the commission for the following purposes, to wit: To
purchase in the United States agricultural implements, materials for
rallroad development, construction, and repair in Armenia, and other
similar supplies for economie development and rehabilitation that may
be designated by the Armenian Government: Provided, That not to
excéeed one-half of this amount may be used for the purpose of re-
habilitating and establishing a sound banking and currency system for
Armenia In case the Armenian Government may so decide under the
advice and approval of this joint commission.

These bonds may be made payable in the United States, but the
Government of the United States is not to be made in any sense
responsible for the payment of either principal or interest,

Mr. BORAH. Are the commission and the acts which it shall
perform to have any sanction on the part of our Government?
Is the conumission to have the Government sanction behind it?
That is to say, is the Government to become responsible in any
way for its actions?

Mr, HITCHCOCK. The Government does not become re-
sponsible, as is stated in the proposed amendment, for either
the principal or the interest of the bonds, but it is intended that
the bonds shall be issued under such official supervision as will
guarantee to the American people who subscribe to them that
the money derived from their sale shall be used for the pur-
poses designated. :

AMlr. BORAH, In case, however, the bonds, after they are once
subscribed for and taken by the American people, should not
be paid, would the Government of the United States be under
either a legal or moral responsibility to take care of them?

AMr. HITCHCOCK. Oh, no; I think not. It is simply a guar-
anty, so far as can be made, that the money which the friends
of Armenia subscribe for the bonds shall be expended for use-
ful purposes and for rehabilitating Armenia, and will not be
turned over to the disposition of people far away from the
United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT,
- posed unanimous-consent agreement?
and the agreement is entered into.

The unanimous-consent agreement as enfered
follows :

It is agreed by unanimous consent that at not later than 4 o'clock
P. m. on the calendar day of Tuesday, June 1, 1920, the Senate will
proceed to vote, without further debate, upon any amendment that may
be pending, any amendment that may be offered, and upon Senate con-
current resolution 27, a resolution proposing that Congress respectfully
declines to grant to the Executive the power to accept a mandate over
‘Armenia, as requested in the message of the President dated May 24,
1920 ; that upon the said calendar day of Tuesday, June 1, 1920, the
Senate will meet at 10 o'clock a. m.; and, further, that on the said
calendar day no Senator shall speak in all more than 45 minutes upon
the said resolution and any amendment or amendments offered thereto,

NOMINATION OF W. L. FRIERSON. _

AMr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, one day last week the nomina-
tion of Hon. W. L. Frierson to be Solicitor General was sent to
the Senate. That office is vacant, Judge Alexander (. King
having been appointed and confirmed circuit judge of the fifth
circuit. Mr. Frierson is now acting as Assistant Attorney Gen-
eral. His nomination has not been referred to the committee.
It is one that ought to be acted upon, and I ask that, as in
open executive session, the nomination be now referred to the
C'ommittee on the Judiciary.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be made unless
the nomination has already been referred. The Chair has a
‘recollection that it is in the hands of the Judiciary Com-
mittee.

Mr. SHIELDS. It had not been sent to the Judieiary Com-
. mittee up to this morning, and for that reason I make the
request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The nomination will be referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary. 3

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO (8. DOC. NO, 285).

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. FArr] may be permitted
at this time to submit a report which he has been authorized
to present by the Foreign Relations Commitfee. It will not
lead to any debate, of course.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
liears none. ;

Mr. FALL., From the Commijttee on Foreign Relations I
present the report (No. 645) of the committee appointed under
Senate resolution 106 for the purpose of investigating and re-
porting upon certain facts, matters, and suggestions with refer-
ence to Mexican affairs as affecting American ecitizens and
American property rights.

In connection with the report it should be stated that it is
accompanied by a number of documents, some of which are
not entirely ready, but will be ready within the next day or
two. I should like to have the report now accepted, with the
accompanying documents, and ordered printed.

Is there any objection to the pro-
The Chair hears none,

into is as

Is there objection? The Chair

Mr. LODGE. 1 should like to ask the Senator from New
Mexico whether he has requested that the report submitted by
him with the accompanying evidence, which will follow later
on, be made a Senate document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is that the request of a
Senator is granted unless there is objection. The Chair does
not always announce that there is no objection.

Mr. LODGE. I wanted to be sure that the request eontem-
plated making the report and the accompanying papers a Sen-
ate document.

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts
reminds me that I did not specifically request that the report
and accompanying papers be made a Senate document. It
is impossible to print it all in the Recorp, as it consists of over
5,000 pages. I simply desire that the report may, with the
accompanying documents, be printed as a Senate document.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

HUMBOLDT NATIONAL FOREST.

Mr. HENDERSON., Mr, President, if there is nothing now
before the Senate, I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (8. 2279) to authorize the addition
of certain lands to the Humboldt National Forest. It is a
local matter, and will create no discussion, I am sure.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I desire to suggest to the Senator
as a substitute for his request that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the calendar under Rule VIII; that is, if there
is no Senator ready to proceed with the discussion of the
pending matter, !

The VICE PRESIDENT. The effect of the request of the

‘| Senator from Montana is that the unfinished business be

temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of the calendar under Rule VIII. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. REED. What is the request?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana has
asked that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the
calendar under Rule VIII. :

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I think the understanding was
that we were to take up the Armenian question.

Mr. LODGE., It was.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There was nothing being taken up,
and it was thought that the Senate should take up something.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I do not desire to
interfere with the discussion on the Armenian question,

Mr. HENDERSON. As there appeared to be nothing before
the Senate and I had a small bill which I thought I might get
out of the way in a minute, I asked that it be considered. It
will involve no discussion, being purely a local matter.

Mr, LODGE. It was clearly understood, under the unani-
mous-consent agreement, that if any Senator desired to speak
upon the Armenian resolution, that would have precedence,
and that we should not lay the unfinished business aside.
Therefore I shall have to object if any Senator desires to
speak on the Armenian question. .

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I desire to say to the Senator
from Massachusetts that I understood that matter thoroughly,
but it seemed that no Senator desired to be heard on the sub-
jeet. I would not have made the suggestion if it had been
apparent that any Senator desired to speak, and I now with-
draw the request.

Mr. HENDERSON. I withdraw my request -also; but I
waited a few moments and nothing was said by any Senator.

Mr. REED., If the Senator from Nevada has a bill which
will require no discussion, I will not object to his having it
considered.

Mr. HENDERSON. I am quite sure it will require no dis-
cussion ; it is merely a local bill affecting the State of Nevada.

Mr. REED. I shall not object to that.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consid-
eration of the bill which the Senator from Nevada has asked
may be considered ?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2279) to authorize the
addition of certain lands to the Humboldt National TForest,
which had been reported from the Committee on Public Lands
with amendments, on page 1, line 5, after the word * flow,”
to strike out “or the regulation and improvement of grazing
thereon ”; in line 6, after the word “may,” to insert “ with
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior™; and, in line
10, after the word * Townships,” to strike out * 36, 37, 38, and
39 north, ranges 53 and 54 east™ and insert “24 and 25 north
of ranges 56 and 57 east,”” so as to make the bill read:
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Be it enacted, ecte.,, That any lands within the followlng-described
nreas found by the Secretary of Agriculture to be chiefly valuable for
' the production of timber, the protection of stream flow, may, with the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, be included within and
made a part of the Humboldt National Forest by proclamation of the
President, said lands to be thereafter subject to all laws affecting na-
tional forests: Townships 24 and 25 north of ranges 56 and 57 east,
Mount Diablo meridian. ;

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed. .

ACCEPTANCE OF OFFICES FROM FOREIGN COUNTRIES.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Following the request of the
Senator from Nevada, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate consider the bill (8. 4435) to authorize officers of the naval
service to accept offices with compensation and emoluments
from Governments of the Republics of South America. The
bill has been unanimously reported from the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? .

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments on page
1, line 10, after the word * with,” to insert *such,” and on
page 2, line 1, after the word * therefor,” to insert * as may be
first approved by the Secretary of the Navy,” so as to make
the bill read: .

Be it enacted, ete., That the President of the United States be, and
he is hereby, authorized, upon application from the forei Govern-
ments concerned, and whenever in his déscretion the public interests
require, to detail officers of the United States naval service to assist the
Governments of the Republics of Bouth America in naval matters: Pro-
vided, That the officers so detailed be, and they are hereby, authorized
to accept offices from the Government to which detailed with such com-
pensation and emoluments therefor as may be first approved by the
Hecretary of the Navy: Provided further, That while so detailed such
officers shall receive, in addition to the compensation and emoluments
allowed them by such Govermments, the pay and allowances of their
rank in the United States naval service, and they shall be entitled to
the same credit while so detailed for longevity, retirement, and for all
other purposes that they would receive if they were serving with the
United States naval service,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reporied to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

" The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

ADJUSTMERT OF WAR CONTRACTS.

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missourl
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. POINDEXTER. T was going to ask for the consideration
of a bill on the calendar which I think will involve no discus-
sion at all. It will take only 2 moment for its consideration.

Mr. REED. Very well.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 4259) to provide
further for the relief of war minerals producers, and to amend
an act entitled “An act to provide relief in cases of contracts
connected with the prosecution of the war, and for other pur-
poses,” approved March 2, 1919. It is a bill to supply a de-
ficiency in the war mineral relief act. That act authorized
those who supplied certain equipment and materials to the Gov-
ernment during the war to present claims for losses to the
Secretary of War, and authorized an appeal from his decision
to the Court of Claims. The same provision as to presenting
claims for losses on behalf of those who produced or prepared
to produce minerals authorized the presentation of those claims
to the Secretary of the Interior, but failed to provide jurisdie-
tion in the Court of Claims to hear claimants who were dissatis-
fied with the decision of the Secretary of the Interior. This
bill supplies that deficiency.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, is that the only change that
the bill makes?

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is the only change.

Mr. NELSON. It simply allows them to go into the Court of
Claims?

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is correct.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Mines and Mining with amendments,

The amendments were, on page 1, line 6, after the word
“approved,” to strike ont * March” and insert “ February”;
in section 2, page 2, line 4, before the word *act,” to strike
out * such ™ and insert “ said " ; in the same line, after the word

“of,” to strike out “ March” and insert * February”; in line
8, after the word “after,” to strike out “March” and insert
“February™; in line 18, after the word “ hereby,” to strike
out * given” and insert “ vested with; in line 19, before the
word “such,” to strike out *“ hear™ and insert “ determine;
in the same line, after the word *claims,” to strike out “de
novo " and insert “in accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 57; in line 20, after the word “ judgment,” to strike out
“in aceordance with section 5 ; in line 22, after the word “ to,”
to strike out * the ” and insert * any ”; in the same line, after
the word “claimant,” to strike out *in adjustment, liquida-
tion, or payment of such losses™ and insert *on account of
such losses under the -terms of said section 5. From the final
judgment of the Court of Claims in cases arising under this
act an appeal shall lie to the Supreme Court of the United
States in the manner provided in sections 242 and 243 of the
Judicial Code,” so as to make the bill read:

RBe it enacted, ete., That the second paragraph of section 5 of the
act entitled “An act to provide relief in cases of contracts connected
with the prosecution of the war, and for other purposes,’’ approved
February 2, 1919, is hereby amended by striking out the words * that
the decision of said Secretary shall be conclusive and final, subject
to the limitations hereinafter’ provided " and the semlicolon following
such words, -

The fourth Samgraph of such section is hereby amended by inserting
after the werds “ That nothing in this section shall be construed to
confer jprim.tlcuon upon any court to entertain a suit against the
United States,” a comma, and the following words: * except as pro-
vided in section 6.

Sec. 2. That said act of February 2, 1919, is hereby further
?Dmended by adding at the end thereof a uew section to read as fol-

W 3

*“ 8Bec. 6. (a) That any claimant who has filed a claim under section
5 within three months after February 2, 1919, whose claim has been
rejected, or who is not satisfied with the decist’on, adgustment liguida-
tion, or payment of net losses by the Secretary of the Interior under
such section, may file a petition in the Court of Claims for the final
determination of such losses. If before this section takes effect the
Secretary has made n final decision of such elaim, the petition must
be filed within 90 days after this section takes effect; and in all other
cases within 90 days after such final deeision is made,

“(b) The Court of Claims is hereby vested with jurisdiction to
determine such claims in accordance with the provisions of section §
and to render judgment for such amount as it finds to be justly and
equitably due to any claimant on account of such losses undeér the
terms of said section 5. From the final judgment of the Court of
Claims in cases arising under this act an appeal shall lie to the
Sugreme Court of the United States in the manner provided in sections
242 and 243 of the Judicial Code.

“{c) Any gayments made to the claimant under section 5 shall be
certified by the Secretary of the Interior to the Court of Claims, and
after gludgment has been rendered by the court no further payments
shall be made under section 5 unless in conformity with such judg-
ment.

“(d) The receipt of any amount, or the giving of any acquittance
or release, by the claimant under section 5 shall not be a bar to the
remedy provided for by this section; but if any amount has been
awarded and paid under section 5, the petition may not be considered
until the petitioner executes a bond in an amount and with sureties
satisfactory to the Chief Clerk of the Court of Claims, conditioned that
if the court finds that a less amount is due than has been awarded
by the Secretary of the Interior, the claimant will forthwith pay to
the United States so much of the amount received under section 5
as is In excess of the amount found due by the court. Any amount
thus paid to the United States shall be ¢ ted to the funds available
for if.lte paying of awards under section 5 and of judgments under this
section.

“(e) Upon the filing of a petition in the Court of Claims under this
section, the Secretary of the Interior shall forthwith certify to the
court all the testimony taken in the case and all documentary evidence
introduced or considered by the Secretary or any commission appointed
by his authorlt{. and such testimony and evidence shall be used and
congidered by the court upon the hearing and trial of the claim, and
ghall be Ig;veu such weight as the court may determine.

“if) ch judgment rendered by the Court of Claims under this
section shall be certified by the chief clerk of the court to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, who is herehgy authorized and directed to pay to

i

the claimant the amount of such judgment, out of the revolving fund
created by section 6 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide further for
the national security and defense by encouraging the productlon, con-
serving the supply, and controlling the distribution of those o
metals, and minerals which have formerly been largely imported, or o
which there iz or may be an inadequate supply,’ approved October 5,
1918, which fund shall remaln available for such purpose until all
such judgments have been paid: Provided, That when the amount of
such judgments so pald, plus the payments made to claimants and the
expenses of administration ander section 5 of this act (after allow-
ance for amounts repaid to the United States under subdivision (d) of
this section), reach the sum of §8,500,000 no further payments from
such revolving fund shall be made by the Secretary of the Treasury
uinr.]eg ’th:s section, or by the Secretary of the Interior under see-
tion 5.° =

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide
further for the relief of war minerals producers, and to amend
an act entitled ‘An aet to provide relief in cases of contracts
connected with the prosecution of the war, and for other pur-
poses,’ approved February 2, 1919."
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TRANSFER OF WAR MATEREIAL.

Mr. OVERMAN, Will the Senator from Missouri yield to
me a minute?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I am willing to yield the floor,

Mr. OVERMAN. No; I think the Senator is interested in
this bill, and it will not take any time, I think. If it does,
I will withdraw it.

Mr, REED. YVery well

Mr. OVERMAN. 1 ask unanimous consent to call up the
bill (H. R. 13329) to authorize the Secretary of War to transfer
certain surplus material, machinery, and equipment to the
Department of Agriculture, and for other purposes. It is a
bill in which I think every Senator on this floor is interested.
It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to dis-
tribute the surplus machinery that is now rusting in the country
among the road commissions of the different States for the
purpose of road building, The bill has passed the House and
has been reported by the Military Affairs Committee of the
Senate; and at this time, when the various road commissions
are building roads and need this machinery, there is no reason
why it should not be distributed among the States.

I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill and pass it,
because, if it is going to be acted upon at all, it ought to be at
this time.

Mr. KING, Mr. President, I ask the Senator not to press
his request at this time.

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator objects——

Mr. KING. Yes; I object.

Mr. OVERMAN. Of course, I will not interfere with the
Senator.

ARMENIAN MANDATORY.

Senate resumed the consideration of Senate conenrrent
resolution No. 27, respectfully declining to grant to the Execu-
tive the power to accept a mandate over Armenia, as requested
in the message of the President dated May 24, 1920.

Mr. HITCHCOCEK. Mr. President, I gend to the desk and
ask to have printed in the usual form, and also printed in the
Recorp, the amendment which I propose later on to offer to
the pending resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, it is so ordered.

The amendment is as follows:

Resolved further, That the President be, and he iz hereby, empowered
to n:';lpolllt three American citizens, to act with a like number of rep-u
resentatives of the Government of Armenia, in the organization of
joint commission, the six so chosen to select i seventh person as chnlr
man. Sald joint commission shall be charged with the duty of. super-
vising the prcparauon 1ssmm offering for sale, and sale in the
United States of bonds of enian Government, not
$560,000,000 in amount, the procued.s of which shall be available, under
n proval of the commission, for the follow: purposes, to wit: To pur-

in the United States agricultural implements, materials for rail-
rnad development, constructien, and repair 1n Aman}%l and other gimi-
lar supplies for economic development and rehabilitation that may be
desi, ed by the Armenian Government : Provcdad’rhatnnttoexceed
tme of this amount may be used for the purpose of rehab
and establishing a sound bank.lng and curre system for Armenia,

case the Armenian Government my BO aeéﬁ, under the advice md
apg_ruva.l of this joint co

hese bonds may be made pnyable in the United States, but the Gov-
ernment of the United States is not to be made in any sense respo
for the payment of either principal or interest.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, it is with considerable regret that
I undertake to discuss the question before the Senate, because
other duties have made it impossible for me to give to the ques-
tion the intimate study it deserves, I shall be obliged, in what
I hope will be a very brief address, to deal with the subject
matter in a general way.

This is the first praetienl application of the prineiples enunci-
ated in the League of Nations. If I were for the League of Na-
tions, I would be for the Armenian mandate; because the Ar-
menian mandate is only the assumption of a part of the obliga-
tions which we are asked to undertake if we join the League of
Nations. The Armenian mandate obliges us to assume the re-
sponsibility for a small section of the earth's surface lying in
Asia. Its effect will be to eblige us te send our armies and our
navies there to maintain peace and to hold people in subjection
by armed force and to defend the country against attacks from
the outside. But the obligations referred to will be directed to a
specific territory. On the other hand, the League of Nations
covenant obliges us fo send our armies and our navies to pro-
tect every member of the league from nftack. We are, in fact,
to become partner in a scheme to hold all the world in subjec-
tion by armed foree.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to
interrupt him?

Mr. REED. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. Of course, in Armenia we are not confined to
cases of exterlor aggression.

Mr, REED, I made the distinction.

Mr. LODGE. T did not notice whether the Senator did or not.

Mr. REED. I made the distinction in my remarks. Let me '
finish my sentence.

The pending proposition undoubtedly obliges us to defend Arme-
nia from attacks from the outside. It also imposes upon us the re-
sponsibility of maintaining order within the boundaries of Arme-
nia ; but the League of Nations imposes upon us the obligation to
defend all members of the league attacked from the outside. It
also imposes upon us the obligation, jointly with the other mem-
bers of the league, to maintain order within States, for it is
specifically provided that “ any controversy affecting the peace
of the world ” is justiciable by the league. Notwithstanding the
indisputable fact just stated, the singular situation is now pre-
sented that those who have been willing to swallow the League
of Nations in its entirety when presented as a paper proposition
now gag when they are put to the practical test of immediately
aceepting a small bite of the whole. I say this because the under-
standing is that many of those who advocated the league will
reject the mandate. The situation serves to illustrate the differ-
ence between theory and fact, between promises and perform-
ances, between beautiful theories spun from the cobwebs of
fancy and the stern business of carrying them into practieal
execution,

If we are to undertake the guardianship of the world, we
might as well begin this Decoration Day morning by asaummg
the guardianship of this part of the world. If we are to assume
Jjurisdiction over all the savages of the forests, all the Bedouins
of the deserts, all the lazarone of Asia and of Europe, this is a
propitious epportunity and time for a beginning, sir, for to-day
we scatter flowers upon the graves of the gallant dead who
yielded their lives in other wars. We might, therefore, well
proceed on this Decoration Day morning to make the contract
that will involve us in still greater wars and fill our cemeteries
with fresh corpses.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Hlssourl
yield to the Senator frem Montana?

- Mr. REED. I do.

Mr.. WALSH of Montana. The Senator has asserted, and his
argument proceeds upon the assumption, that if the United
States assumed a mandate over Armenia it would be obliged not
only to take care of internal dissensions and nprisings but also
to protect that country against external aggression, That idea
is one that is very prevalent—that a part of the duty of the
United States would be to proteet Armenia in a military way
against military aggression from the eutside. That is not my
idea about the matter at all, and I was curious fo know just
exactly how that conclusion is arrived at.

In article 22 of the covenant of the League of Nations, deal-
ing with the subject of mandates, is the following paragraph:

Certain communities formerly belonging te the Turkish Empire
have reached a stage of development where their exlstenea as inde-

dent nations. can be provisionally recognized subject to the ren-
istrative advice and assistance by a mandatory until

such time as they are able to stand alone. The wishes of these com-
nnitlfa must be a principal wnaidmtlen in the selection of: tho
mandatory.

It oecurred to me that that would neeessarily exclude mili-
tary protection. Apparently military protection was not con-
templated, at least at the time that paragraph of article 22
was framed.

But, Mr. President, a further provision of article 22 is to
the effect that something in the nature of an organic act is to
be provided for by the League of Nations. If the League of
Nations should ask the United States to take this mandate,
the United Btates, of course, could accept it conditionally, and
it could insist as a condition that it would not be obliged to
render any military aid toward the preservation of the integ-
rity of Armenia; or it could enter into am arrangement to the
effect that the other nations, specifieally designating them,
should contribute toward the military aid, and so forth. In
other words, it could lay down just exaectly such terms and con-
ditions as it saw fit with respect to military aid.

I inquire of the Senator from Missouri where we get the
jdea that the one prime first and chief consideration is that
the United States must guard Armenia against all enemies,
foreign and domestic?

Mr. SHIELDS. I would like to suggest to the Senator that
it has been published in the press and repeatedly stated that the
President, at the time this treaty was made, and the signatories
agreed that this article should go into the covenant, promised,
when the freaty was ratified, to take a mandate for Armenia,
and in view of that he sent Maj. Gen. Harbhord there to ascer-
tain how much it would cost and what army would be required
to stabilize and control it and protect it. Did not that mean
that we were to send an army there?
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Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am not able to tell the Senator
anything at all about the truth or want of truth in current
rumors, or newspaper reports, or anything ef that kind. All
I can judge by is the formal, authoritative declaration which
was put into the covenant. I ean not see from that, unless I
shall be enlightened by the Senator from Missouri, how that
necessarily implies that we are obliged, as I stated, to guard
Armenia against all enemies, both foreign and domestic.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I shall take very great pleasure
in replying to the Senator. But I must, in advance, say that I
am astonished that the question should have been asked.

The point of the Senator from Montana is that all we agree
to do under the terms of the treaty is to administer the affairs
of Armenia. ill somebody please tell me how we can admin-
ister the affairs of Armenia while it is being overrun by an out-
side power, is being attacked, and there are armies marching
across it?

Mr. WALSH of Montana.
ator. We ecould not do it.

Mr. REED. Of course not.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course, we could not do it. But
that does not necessarily mean that the United States has to
do it. Why should not an arrangement be entered into, as a
condition of our accepting the mandate, under which France,
Great Britain, Italy, Greece, Spain, and every other member of
the league should contribute its quota of whatever military
equipment and military aid is necessary in order to accomplish
that end?

Mr. REED. Of course that, or almost any other thing we
may imagine, is possible, but that is not what is proposed.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

Mr. REED. Just a sentence. It is proposed that the United
States shall now accept the mandate, and the President has
sent in a plain request that we now do accept the mandate.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. But the Senator will recognize
that the mandate can not be accepted without the consent of
the Congress of the United States. The President recognized
that by sending his message here, and the Congress of the
United States can attach just exactly such conditions as it may
see fit. :

Mr. REED. That is to say, we can refuse to go in at all—

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Unless these other nations aid us
in the matter of the military protection of the country.

Mr. REED. Certainly we can refuse to go in at all; or we
can consent to send a single individual to act as governor gen-
eral or adviger, or we can send only a sergeant and a couple of
privates, or we can do any othér thing which would be abso-
lutely ineffective, and we might call that a mandate, but it
would only be a farce. i

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Not at all.
exactly what we are willing to do.

Mr. REED. Yes; but that is not what is understood here;
and it is not what England understands or France understands
or anybody else understands.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But what is the difference what
they understand? It is what we understand. We tell them
what we are willing to do; we will administer the affairs of
Armenia as contemplated in this action, provided——

Mr. REED. Provided—

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Provided we get the requisite mili-
tary assistance from the other powers.

Mr. REED. We might say that we would administer it pro-
vided they would furnish all the military force.

Mr WALSH of Montana. Of course, we might say that.

Myr. REED. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss this
question on the theory on which half the defense of this League
of Nations has been made. Every time we have brought men
face to face with the responsibilities of the League of Nations
they have invariably said, * While we agree to do something,
still we may hereafter repudiate that agreement. While we
solemnly agree that we will protect the frontiers of every coun-
try on earth, still, because the Constifution says that we can
not make war without the declaration of Congress, therefore we
are safe to make such an agreement to make war, because we
have the power to hereafter repudiate our obligation and most
likely we will do 80.” I abominate such an argument; I repudi-
ate any agreement that can only be defended upon the theory
that we are to dishonor America by repudiating its plighted
troth.

I do not propose to discuss a mandate in Armenia exeept npon
the plain- understanding which the world has and which we
have, that whoever accepts the mandate accepts the responsi-
bility that goes along with the mandate. I am going to discuss
the question upon the basis of the report of the very man whom

I will undertake to tell the Sen-

We can prescribe just

the President of the United States sent there, accompanied by

an expensive military commission. That comnission traveled
10,000 miles in inspecting Armenia and made a report. The
report bears internal evidence that it is favorable as possible to
the scheme of a mandate. The report declared that we must put
an army of 60,000 men in Armenia to begin with. What num-
ber we must thereafter send is * in the lap of the gods.”

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President:

Mr. REED. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska,

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to suggest to the Senator from
Missouri that if the proposition of the Senator from Montana
were incorporated, and we accepted this mandate on condition
that England, France, Italy, and all the other nations in the
league should furnish part of the military force necessary, it
would naturally and logically follow. that in every other man-
date anywhere else on the face of the earth the United States
would be expected to furnish some of the soldiers. So in the end
we would have armies in every country where there was a
mandate,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I do not see that
that follows at all.

Mr. NORRIS. It would follow, it seems to me, if the United
States did its duty.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Why should it follow? Take
South Africa, for instance. Great Britain is asked to take a
mandate in a certain portion of South Africa. Of course, she
will jump at the opportunity. She will say, * Yes; certainly
we will take a mandate, and we will supply all of the military
force necessary.” Why should the United States be asked to
furnish any military force?

Mr. NORRIS. But suppose England says, *“ We want the
United States to send a regiment of soldiers there to help us,.
to be under our command,” we will have to send them there if
we ask England to send her troops to Armenia.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We would be at perfect liberty to
decline, just as Great Britain would be at perfect liberty to
decline to send her quota to Armenin. That is a matter for
herself to determine.

Mr. REED. Exactly.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. She is under no obligation what-
ever to do it, and no degree of reprehension can attach to her
if she deems it inadvisable.

Mr. NORRIS. But in that case there would he no mandate
in Armenia, if accepted on that condition. We can not ask
other nations to do what we would refuse to do if they asked us.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is a singular situation which is
presented. The United States is asked now and here to pass a
resolution authorizing the President to accept the mandate.
That was the request proffered to the President, and that was
his request of the Congress. The Senator from Montana says,
“Yes; we can aceept a mandate, but upon the terms and condi-
tions that all of the armies and all of the navies shall be fur-
nished by others than ourselves, if we want to.,” Or, “We can
accept the mandate upon the condition that the others shall
centribute their share.” That would not be an American man-
date. That would be a mandate by many nations. That would
be a joint agreement by many people. It would not be an
American mandate,

Let us extend it. I will follow the line of thought of the
Senator from Nebraska. Here is a proposition to take man-
dates over a large part of the earth’s surface, over many mil-
lions of people. France has already accepted a mandate over
Syria. She is not asking us to send troops there. She is tak-
ing care of that. She has assumed the role of guardian, or of
boss, or of conqueror, or whatever you want to call her.

England has taken Mesopotamia. She has assumed full
charge there, sent her troops there, and undertakes to control
there.

Now we are asked to take charge of the so-called Republic of
Armenia. The plain intendment of the whole business is that
we will do in Armenia exactly what is being done by France
and England, the one in Syria and the other in Mesopotamia.

What a ridiculous thing it would be for us to say under these
circumstances, * Yes; we will accept a mandate in Armenia,
but we will not do anything ”; or *“ We will aceept a mandate
in Armenia, and you must furnish the troops and the ships”;
or *We will accept a mandate in Armenia, and you must fur-
nish two-thirds of the ships and the men, and we will eall our-
selves the mandatory.”

Mr. President, it is useless to attempt to confuse the ques-
tion. Its proponents can find no refuge in technicalities or be-
hind imaginary possibilities that everybody knows will never
occur. The proposition is thdt we shall assume the respon-
sibility In Armenia, and the whole responsibility.

Let us see. England had troops in Armenia, and England
withdrew them. She said, * We will take care of Mesopotamia,
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‘and no more.” France had troops in Armenia, and she with-
drew them. She said, “ We will take care of Syria, and no
more.” England took jurisdiction over Palestine, She did
not take a mandate in Persia; she took Persia. Then she went
north of the new territory of Armenia as mapped out, and she
took Caucasus as is indieated on the map clear up to the sea
of Azov. She seized that territory because it embraced the
rich oil fields of Batum and Baku. There was left Armenia,
a country of mountains and waste places. The question was
.asked in the British Parliament why England had not con-
tinued in Armenin? This is what Lloyd-George said on the
29th day of April, speaking to Parliament. I read a press ac-
count which has never been disputed :

Dealing with the Turkish treaty he (Lloyd-George) added little to
what is already known from Mons, Millerand’s speech, and declared
that neither Great Britain, France, nor Italy was able to undertake
a mandate for Armenia because it would have involved heavy military
resources for a great conquest if the Armenians-were to have anything
more than a paper Armenia.

There are numerous other similar statements which I do not
wish to put in the Recorp, because I do not want to incumber
it with a vast number of statements,

But, Mr. President, the whole question of whether an armed
force is necessary under the mandate to protect Armenia is
settled by Gen. Harbord's report to the President, -which is
as follows: 3

u 0 mandai 10 e to arant i
@ [ﬁ}cﬂsdnrgpgﬁ-w t):rgugk the c::r&nt?ifd agd to l;tt.ll‘ll.a; em.‘i"J 1tsMea'? g‘i’:
efforts should be directed to the establishment of a native rural police
or constabulary for the suppression of brigandage, outlawry, and other
crimes outside the towns,

(d) Considering the uncertain character of the neighboring gopsla-
tions, the traditional lawlessness of tory Kurds and Arabs, and
the isolation of certain regions where the temptation to reprisals for
past wrongs will be strong for at least a generation, a orce
m:lérdbs kept in hand to supplement the native constabulary when
fnceded,

Gen. Harbord later declares that the force must be at least
60,000 men.

1 shall later show how inadequate such a force may be.

Now, in view of that statement will the Senator from Mon-
tana say that does not require an army, and will he say that
France and Italy and England are to furnish that army when
they have already said they will not do it, and that they can
not do it, that the expense is so great that they can not carry it?
Will he so declare, in the face of the report of the President's
representative, Gen. Harbord?

I regret having to debate a question that is so obvious and
plain. I am sorry that a statement should have been made on
this floor calculated to mislead the American people as to the
gravity of the undertaking they are asked to assume,

Mr. President, this brings me to the question, What is the
new Armenia? I have presented here a map prepared in the
War College, which gives the best outline of Armenia, as pro-
posed, which can be made under existing circumstances. Mark
you, the boundaries of Armenia have not yet been definitely

The President of the United States has been asked to mark
them out, I suppose upon the theory that the farther a man is
away from a job the more he knows about it.

This country liés 6,000 miles from our shores. The proposed
Armenia embraces a large part of what was formerly Turkey.
In fact, the Turkish Empire is cut in two and a part of it is
denominated Armenia. To this has been added, toward the east
and northeast, another large body of land formerly under Rus-
sian control. The whole comprises a sirip of land extending from
the Mediterranean almost to the Caspian Sea. It lies immedi-
ately north of Syria, Mesopotamia, and Persia. As I have stated,
the Turkish Empire is thus cut in two. Perhaps I can do no
better service than to call attention to the faets regarding the
character of this population.

I read from the bottom of page 7 of Gen. Harbord's report
as printed in Senate Document No. 2066, Sixty-sixth Congress,
second session :

We estimate that there are probably 270,000 Armenians to-day in
Turkish Armenia.

Two hundred and seventy thousand, little more than one-half
the population of Washington.

Some 75,000 have been repatriated from the Syrian and Mesopota-
mian side, and others are slowly returning from other regions, and
 some from one cause or another remained in the country. There are in
|the Transcaucasus probably 300,000 refugees from Turkish Armenia.
and some thousands more other lands, for they have drifted to all
! parts of the Near East.,
- - - L L] - L

We esti:z’mte a total of perhaps half a million refugee Armenians as
available to eventpally begin life anew in a region about the gize of

| New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, to which would be added those not
]refugees, who might return from other lands.

L] * L] L ] ] * L

This transcaucasian region is ethnographically one of the most com-
plicated in the world. In all ages it has been one of the great high-
ways for mankind, Here stragglers and racial remnants have lodged
during all the centuties that the tides of migration have swept the base
of the great Caucasus Range, until to-day fts small area contains five

t racial groups, divided into some 40 distinct races. Nine of these
ve arrived in comparatively recent times, but the remaining 81 are
more or less indigenous. There are here 25 purely Cauncasian races.
This racial diversity is complicated by the fact that with the exm{]?on
of the falrly compact group of Georgians and one of Tartars these
peoples are inextricably commingled throughout the region. Their
civilization varies from the mountain savage to individuals of the
highest Mm Of the 40 distinet races the most important groups are
the the Azarbaijanese Tartars, and the Armenians,

A Transcaucasian confederation formed by all the peoples in that
reglon was followed by an alignment in three small Be?uhl? , Georgia,
Azarbaijan, and Armenia. Geo is Christian, and its Iberian popuo-
lation are in the majority ; Aza an is Tartar and Moslem ; Armenia
is made up of the former provinces that composed Russian Ar
ess the part that went to Azarbaijan in the split, and the majority
of its m: are the blood brothers of the Armenians of Turkey in
Agia, Republics have been recognized by none of the powers

t Tarkey. e Armenian Republic seeks at the peace conference
2 union with the Turkish Armenians and the creation of an ‘Armenian
State, to include Russian Armenia and the six Turkish Vilayets (Van,
Bitlis, Diarbekir, Kharput, Sivas, Hrzerum) and Cilici

a, to be gov-
by a atory of the great powers duri a transition stat
of a term of years, in which Armenians of the d%g ton may retuﬂ:
to their homes and a constituent assembly be held to determine the
ent Government. QGeorgia and Azarbaijan
ask independence at the ce conference, with certain adjustments of
d ted boundaries in ich all Transcaucasia is interested.
th Georgla and Azarbaijan, living on the salvage from the wreck of
Rmna have persuaded themselves that the civilization and governmen-
fal and business machinery they have taken over have been theirs from
the bﬁlnnlng. The Georgians, with a church of their own antedating
that of Russia and traditions of a Georglan dynasty of Armenian origin
which reigned in Tiflis for a thousand years before Russia took over the
country in 1802, are a very proud and plausible race,

I call the attention of the Senate to this:

They have been much influenced by the proximi f boishevism, fl
the red flag of revolution over thelr’own. ln)nd h“tg gsuomﬂeman
taking it from the original owners without compensation, to sell to
peasants,

Mr. Presidenf, I shall not take time to go into details much
further regarding these peoples. Already bolshevism has its
fangs fastened upon them; they like the poison and have
adopted it. i

Already they are at war with each other. This morning’s
Washington Post contains the following telegram :

CoxsTANTINOPLE, May 27,

The seven-day armistice between the republics of Georgia and Azer-
baijan was broken four days after it had gone into effect, according to
messages from Tiflis to-day.

The entire situation in the Caucasus has become so orlentally com-
plex that even the sharpest of Western minds here seem unable to com-
prebend it. Foreign observers in Georgia and Armenia, however, offer
no hope that good for Armenia is coming out of it.

A message received by the nationalists from the general commanding
their troops in Erzerum says the Russian bolsheviki have advised him
that they are sending two divisions of Russian soviet 3 to Erzerum
ACTOSS messa however, is regarded as questionable by
the foreign military men in Constantinople. .

However that may be, if they are not now marching we may
anticipate their speedy advance, -
There is another dispatch, under the date of May 30, from
Paris to the Temps, from Tiflis, Transcaucasia, which says:
The soviets at Baku have been removed from power by the bolshevik
Pankra 0SCOW.

tof, who was sent from M . The dispatch adds
thati tg‘lielsners at . particularly British, bave been imprisoned or
d&t&n .

The petroleum industry has been o:gn.imd on a llrge seale in

an in order to supply soviet Rus by way of the Volga River,

The dispatch says no bolshevik attacks on Georgian or Armenia have
been recorded.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if it will not disturb the Sen-
ator from Missouri, I desire to ask him a question merely for
information. The Senator is aware that the supreme council,
the San Remo conference, the league, or some other body in-
vited the President to delimit Armenia, to lay down its bound-
aries; but I understand that that is only within certain Hmits,
that the President is not to be allowed to touch certain Prov-
inces to which Armenia lays claim, but is to operate only within
a restricted area. Has the Senator from Missouri heard any-
thing about the President’s power in that regard?

Mr. REED. I have not. The fact is we have so much secret
diplomacy going on in these days of * open covenants openly ar-
rived at” that nobody except the men in the seeret knows just
what is going on. Nevertheless, the Senate and the House of
Representatives are invited to shut their eyes, open their mouths
and swallow what is put to their lips. This, however, is what
the President says in his message:

I may add for the information of the Congress that at the same sit-
ting it was resolved to request the President of the United States to
undertake to arbitrate the difficult question of the boundary between
Turkey and Armenia in the Vilayets of Erzerum, Trebizond, Van, and
Bitlis, and it was agreed to accept his decision thereupon, as well as
any stipulation he may prescribe as to access to the sea for the inde-
pendent State of Arm

- The language seems to place a Ilimit upon the President’s
authority., It is, however, so vague no man can determine with-
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out further data the extent to which the President may go. I
can not more definitely answer the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I take it that he does not
have the information, or he would not have asked me the ques-
tion ; and if he does not possess the information, then I assume
nobody in the Senate has it, and perhaps nobody outside the
White House and the “ Big Three,” who are now dividing up
the world, can answer the Senator's question.

Let us for a moment further consider the hornet’s nest which
we are invited to enter. The country over which we are asked
to aceept a mandate is surrounded by over 250,000,000 Moham-
medans ; on every side it is bounded by Mohammedans. It may
be interesting to some of the Members of the Senate to know
that Mohammedanism is gaining proselytes faster probably than
is Christianity. Proselyting for the Mohammedan faith has
been going on for a long period of time. Its activities for a
decade have been enormously multiplied. :

The central thought of this faith is the ultimate unity of the
Moslem world. The inspiring motives are two: An adherance
to the doctrines of Mahomet, constituting the spiritual impulse;
the final dominance of Mohammedans over the entire earth con-
stituting the political impulse. To this end they have organ-
ized themselves into secret societies, having a head which
appears to be in absolute contrel. In accordance with a final
and intelligent plan they are exploring Europe and Asia in
search of learning in every branch of science. Especially are
they keen to acquire a knowledge of military and naval science.

It must be remembered that these people are not to be despised
because they have been temporarily put down by the superior
arms of the white nations. No page of history is more replete
with valorous military achievement than that which contains
the record of the Moslenrs.

May I not beg you to keep in mind that statesmen in regard-
ing world problems must not judge by the immediate present
nor, indeed, by the immediate future. They must think in dec-
ades and in centuries. They must remember that a race of nren
to-day inert and an easy prey may to-morrow spring at the
throats of their oppressors. Accordingly we must not forget
that the ancestors of the present-day Mussulman once pene-
trated to the very heart of Europe and threatened the extinction
of Christian civilization.

Let us not forget that the descendants of these conquerors are
as brave as their ancesfors. In recent years they have with ad-
mirable courage marched to battle. Only the superiority of
British cannon and British discipline has enabled her armies to
withstand the assaults of men who believed that death upen
the first battle insured a life of eternal bliss.

It will not do to say that they are a people without genius.
The architecture of the Moors excited the admiration of the
world. It will not do to say that they are devoid of religion,
for although they follow a creed which we regard as heresy, it
nevertheless has stood the test of a thousand years. Embraced
within it are some of the most beautiful tenets that have ever
inspired the soul of man. Let those who talk about “the un-
speakable Turk,” who treat with contumely the Moor, who
refer in scorn to the Mohammedan religion, remember that it
counts as its adherents 250,000,000 of the earth’s inhabitants.
Will such a people thus united by religion and largely of blood
kin forever submit to robbery, to plunder, and to mastery?

What has been perpetrated against them? England con-
cluded she wanted Egypt. She took it at the point of the sword.
Was there opposition? We heard but little of it; and yet, sir,
in 1915 England had to withdraw enormous forces from peints
on the front where they were needed in order to put down the
rebellions that were started.

But for a moment let me digress from that immediate thought.
France, without any more title to the country than thé United
States had, proceeded by armed force to take possession of im-
mense territories in Algiers. It was an act of robbery, by
force major, pure and simple, and England but recently, with
the hand of steel, wearing, it is true, the glove of diplomacy,
has taken possession of Persia. By the sword she has seized
Mesopotamia. :

I think we may say that last act is justifiable as a punish-
ment for the war, and that there is a title, a war title, a blood
title, to that land. France has taken Syria. They eall it a
mandate, but it is an armed invasion and an armed holding.
Again, that title of France, based upon this war, may have
some kind of a justification in our minds. These, however, are
only a few of the instances of cold-blooded and deliberate in-
vasion and robbery that have been going.on for many years.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missourl
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. REED. I yield for a question.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am very much interested in that
view expressed by the Senator, and in no little sympathy with
him; but the Turkish Empire is all broken up. Now, just ex-
actly what would the Senator do?

Mr. REED. That is a complete digression from my theme,
I shall be glad to try to answer, a little later, just what I
would do.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well

Mr. REED. I am discussing now not so much the question
of what we have taken in the war as what had been going on
before.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But the Senator is making some
rather severe charges against one of our allies—France, for
instance—for taking over Syrin——

Mr. REED. No; I did not. I said she possibly had a title
to that through this war.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Oh, yes; but the Senator, not-
withstanding that, can not escape the suggestion that his lan-
guage was rather severely condemnatory of France for having
taken over Syria, and of England for taking over Mesopotamia.

Mr. REED. Oh, no, Mr. President. My language is in the
Recorp, and it was expressly to the effect that they probably
had a title to this Iand, and probably a justification for taking
it. It was taken as the spoils of war.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is the point. The Senator
was conveying the impression that as the spoils of war they
had grabbed these territories.

Mr. REED. Very well. If the Senator will wait until I
have reached my conclusion, I do not believe he will quarrel
with the deduction I draw.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But the Senator will bear in mind
that that was all Turkey.

Mr. REED. Oh, I understand that it was Turkey.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. ‘And it is a simple question as to
whether we will allow Turkey to continue as the sovereign of
that entire territory. .

Mr. REED. Exaetly. The doectrine of self-determination is
working at full force. I am, however, discussing a theme a
little different from what the Senator has in mind. I am talk-
ing particularly about the repeated acts before the war. It is
true I mentioned the fact that England and France had, as
the result of the war, taken Syria and Armenia. I am, how-
ever, especially inviting attention to the fact that prior to the -
war England, France, and Italy had invaded the territories
of the Moslem people and had taken over vast stretches of ter-
ritory. That was done by Great Britain in Egypt. While until
recently she kept up a pretense of allowing Egyptian govern-
ment, it was only a pretense. Her adviser was an autocrat
whose advice Egypt was forced to accept.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, does the Senator know exactly
where the Italian holding is? It is not shown on that map.

Mr. REED. It is in Tripoli, in Africa. It is not in the part
of the world shown on the map now exhibited.

Mr. LODGE. I see.

Mr, REED. I am speaking of the Moslem world as a
whole, not of Turkey. I have already said that this Mos-
lem world is bound together by a religious tie, and I am not
dreaming. I am voicing a fear that has been expressed by
the statesmen of the world for many years, viz, that these
continued wrongs and outrages are the seed from which a
bloody crop will some day be harvested.

Returning now to a theme that I started to discuss a moment
ago, I challenge attention to the fact that the Moslem world is
united, and in the most dangerous way united, that the menace
is present, and that at any time it may become manifested in a
tremendons uprising, In proof I refer to the fact that serious
uprisings actually ocecurred quring the recent war. I am read-
ing now from a book just from the press, entitled * The Rising
Tide of Color against White World Supremacy,” by Lothrop
Stoddard, of Harvard, author of a number of excellent books,
with an introduection by Madison Grant, author and writer on
races of men.

In the spirit of Moslem protest throughout* the
world the author states:

Europe's conquests of Africa and central Asia toward the close of
the last cen , and the subsequent Anglo-French agreement mutually
appropriating Egypt and Morocco, evoked murmurs of impotent fury

from the Moslem world. TUnder such circuomstances the Russo-Japanesa
War of 1904 sent a feverish tremor throughout Islam.

Here follows a discussion of the relation of the movement
to Japan. The author continues:

In 1911 came Italy’s barefaced raid on Turkey's African dependency
of Tripoll. So bitter was the anger in all Mohammedan lands at this
unp ed aggression that many European became seriounsly

“ Why has Italy found ‘defenseless® Tripoli such a hornet's nest?"™
queried Gabriel Hanotaux, a former French minister of foreign affairs,
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It is because she has to do, not merely with Turkey, but with Islam
as well, ltalf has set the ball rolling—so much the worse for her—
and for us all.” But the Tripoli expedition was only the 'bEgInninE
of the Christian assault, for next year came the Balkan War, whic
sheared away Turkey's European holdings to the walls of Constanti-
nople and left her crippled and discredited. At these disasters a cry
of wrathful anguish swept the world of Islam from end to end. Here
is how a leading Indian Moslem interpreted the Balkan confilet:

“ The King of Greece orders a pew crusade, From the London chan-
celleries rise calls to Christian fanaticism, and St. Petersburg al-
ready speaks of the planting of the cross on the dome of Sant’ Sophia.
To-day they speak thus; to-morrow they will thus speak of Jernsalem
and the Mosque of Omar. Brothers! De ye of one mind t_hat it is
the duty of every true bellever to hasten beneath the Khalifa's banner
and to sacrifice his life for the safety of the faith.” And another
Indian Moslem leader thus adjured the British authorities: * I appeal
to the present Government to change its anti-Turkish attitude Before
the fury of millions of Moslem fellow subjects is kindled to a blaze
aond brings disaster.”

Btill more significant were the appeals made by the Indian Moslems
to their Brahman fellow countrymen, the traditionall despised
*jdolators.” - These appeals betokened a veritable revolution in ont-
look, as can be gauged from the text of one of them, significantly
entitled, “The Message of the East.” *“ Spirit of the East,”” reads
this noteworthy document, *“arise and repel the swelling flood of
Western aggression! Children of Hindustan, ald us with your wis-
dom, culture, and wealth; lend us your power, the birthright and
hkeritage of the Hindu! Let the spirit powers hidden in the Himalayan
Mountain peaks arise. Let prayers to the god of battles float up-
ward ; prayers that right may triumph over might; aml ecall to your
myriad goxs to annihilate the armies of the foe!” 1In China also the
game fraternizing spirit was visible. During the republican revolution,
the Chinese Mohammedans, instead of holding jealously aloof, co-
operated wholeheartedly with their Buddhist and Confucian fellow
citizens, and Dr. Sun-Yat-Sen, the republican.leader, announced grate-
fully : “The Chinese will never forget the assistance which their
Moslem compatriots have rendered in the interest of order and liberty.”

I am coming now to the matter that I wanted particularly to
challenge attention to:

The Great War thus found Islam deeply stirred against Europeau
aggression, keenly conscious of its own solidarity and frankly reach-
ing out for colored allies in the projected struggle against white dom-

tion.
malh;)(;:zr these circumstances It may at first sight appear strange that
no general Islamic explosion occurred when Turkey entered the lists
at the close of 1914, and the Sultan-Khalifa issued a formal summons
to the holy war. Of course, this summons was not the flat failure
whiéh allied reports led the west to belleve at the time. As a matter
of fact there was trouble in practically every Mohammedan land
under allled control. To name cnly a few of many instances: Egypt
broke into a tumult, smothered only by overwhelming British rein-
foreements ; Tripoli burst into a flame of insurrection that drove the
Italians headlong to the coast; Persia was prevented from joining
Tuarkey only by prompt Russian intervention; and the Indian north-
west frontier was the scene of fighting that required the &t;esence- of
a quarter of a million Anglo-Indian troops. The British vernment
has officially admitted that during 1915 the Allies’ Asiatic and African
possessions stood within a hand's breadth of a cataclysmic insurrection,

That is the hornet's nest into which we are invited. Land
after land has been taken by the sword. Peoples after peoples
have been brought into subjection, a rule by martial law
substantially established. The fires of hate have been set burn-
ing in the hearts of 250,000,000 people. Revolt after revolt has
occurred ; revolt after revolt will occur so long as these people
cling to their faith, so long as they have the blood of courage
in their veins.

Now, sir, the proposition is that there shall be carved out a
strip of territory substantially extending from the Caspian to
the Black Sea and stretching southward to the Mediterranean,
That strip of territory cufs the Meslem world in two., It is
proposed that America shall assume the control and the
management of the country thus created. With all due respect
to any critic who splits hairs and cavils at phraseology, I say
that whoever accepts the mandate must defend the country.

That means, sir, that if the Moslem world shall seek to throw
off the thraldom of England, France, or Ifaly, the soldiers of
the United States will form the wall of flesh and blood which
will be expected to break the force of the Moslem assault.

Gen. Harbord has been sent to Armenia to investigate condi-
tions. I pass no reflection upon Gen. Harbord, but whoever
reads his report will see that as far as possible he undertook
to sustain a mandate in Armenia. I shall try to call attention
to the evidence of that in a few moments.

Yet he states there must be 60,000 troops there at the present
time. Now, let us see what is likely to happen if we have 60,000
American boys in this worse than a cockpit of the world, in
this bloody forum every inch of which is saturated with the
gore which has been poured from the veins of men for 3,000
years,

There will be an attack. These people are never at peace,
I have already shown that the new republics, or so-called re-
publics, are at war at this present hour.

But, more than that, we have great Russia to reckon with.
Russia controls, and for many years has controlled, a large sec-
tion of this territory. To-day she is.engaged in a war within

her own borders, in a war with Poland, the result of which {s
that practically all her energies are there concentrated; and
yet it appears, from the articles I have read, that she has still

time and energy to send men, if not to send troops, into this
very country. Is there a sane man on this earth who believes
that Russia will forever be in trouble; that 180,000,000 people,
who have maintained a civilization and a strong central gov-
ernment for centuries of time, is now wiped out: and that it is
no longer a potential factor in the world’s business?

Is there a sane man anywhere who believes that when Russia
has reestablished peace within her own borders she will not
create a central government of strength and power? Again, is
there a sane man who believes that such a power will submit to
the ravishment of the lands of Russia, and that England will
be permitied to keep the Caucasus without a fight?

It follows, therefore, as day follows the night, that this
territory which was Russian, Russia will again demand, and our
little Army of 60,000 troops will be instantly in peril. We will
be the mandatory, and if we are the mandatory, the protector,
it wil be our business to repel an invasion by Russia. The
monfent a Russian soldier sets foot upon soil which is under
our mandate, that soldier will be engaged by an American
soldier.

Blood will be spilled, and the ery will go that we must avenge
the blood of our soldiers. Thus we will be drawn into a world
war because Great Britain has seized oil fields on soil under
Russian territory or within its zone of influence.

What right have we to rob Russia? She lost 6,000,000 men
fighting against Germany, She fought until she was exhausted
and then she withdrew. Her withdrawal was not an act of
dishonor to the United States, for she had no promises to us.
Her withdrawal can hardly be said to be an act of dishonor
to any nation, for she quit throngh exhaustion. Then she set
up a government which we do not like, but that is not our busi-
ness unless, indeed, we are to set up a league of nations and gov-
ern everybody, and whoever undertakes that is undertaking the
office of God Almighty himself, for He alone has the power or is
entitled to control the races of men.

But, sir, how long will it be until there will be trouble in
Persin? There. is a wonderful people. "They were old and
their civilization had adorned the earth when our ancestors
were savages of the forest. They are not dead—perhaps they
do not even sleep. Will Syrin and Mesopotamia wear fheir
chains always and without protest? I tell you, sirs, that those
people are as certain fo resist as are the Irish certain to resist
until their chains are broken. No people with any pride of
character will long submit to a government established over
them by men of a different race and religion. Every sentiment
of their souls will rebel, every impulse of their manhood will
protest.

But, sir, what of the interior of this country? What do we
undertake there? A very small proportion of the people of the
country that we propose to take over are Armenians. What of
the Armenians? I belong to that class of men who never attack
a race as a race, for I know of no race that has ever attained
to any degree of civilization that has not possessed many virtues
and that has not produced some men of such eminence that they
would adorn any other country by their presence and citizen-
ship. But when we speak of this question, we must consider
the aggregate, and what of the Armenian in the aggregate?

To begin with, if he was the right kind of man, speaking
broadly, the things that have occurred never could have hap-
pened. We are told that Armenians have been slaughtered,
entire families put to death, without a hand being raised. We
read stories of Turkish soldiers coming to a home, murdering
the entire family, including the husband and father, like so
many pigs, and that no one was killed save the Armenians.
That would not be possible with our race. If a massacre were
proclaimed in this country by some dominant race we might
be massacred, but our lives would be sold and paid for 10 to 1.

It has happened many times in our history—Ilittle frontier
settlements of only a few men and women in the forest have
been attacked by overwhelming hordes of savages—but whoever
heard of an American frontiersman laying down his gun while
the Indians slit his wife's throat and scalped his children?
Always we read the story of windows barred and doors closed
and of firing until the last bullet was gone; then of the battle
with the clubbed rifle until the defender of the home was
stretched stark upon the sward. Then, and not until then, did
they get at his wife and babies.

But I step aside for a moment to call attention to the evi-
dence of the character of this people, and as I do so I chal-
lenge your thought to the statement I made a moment ago—
that Gen. Harbord wrote as favorable report as he could. I
find here page after page devoted to the most pathetic ac-
counts of the slaughter of Armenians and the cruelties of the
Turks. They are painted not so much with the pen of the
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fnllltary writer, who generally deals in hard, cold facts with-
out ornamentation, but rather they are expressed by the brush
of a master artist of diction, who has expended all of his
ability in portraying the awful experiences of the Armenians,
and then, presented in a single sentence, is a fearful statement;
I give it as a picture of the Armenians by the friend of the
Armenians.” The author has just concluded this graphic de-
piction of Turkish cruelties, of women ravished, of children
starved, of houses burned, of cities plundered, and of people
dragged into slavery or worse than slavery by the Turks,
Then comes this statement:

In the territory untouched by war from which Armenians were de-

rted the ruined villages are undoubtedly due to Turkish deviltry,
gﬂt where Armenians advanced and retired with the Russians the{l'
rem]iiltory cruelties unquestionably rivaled the Turks in their inhu-
manity.

Perhaps I was wrong in saying that this was a single sentence,
for my attention was called to the fact that elsewhere Gen,
Harbord makes similar statements, as for instance:

The Armenian is not guiitless of blood himself; his memo
and risals are due, and will doubtless be made if o
Racially allied to the wild Aryan Kurd, he is cordially hated by the
latter. Kurds appealed to this mission with tears in their to
protect them from Armenians who had driven them from their

ing to be allowed to go back to homes for n s

ngpml
the rigorous winter now rapidly approaching on erior
platean.

The Kurds claim that many of their people were massacred
under the most croel circumstances b;

Armenian irregulars accompany-
ing the Russian Bolshevists when the Russian Army went to pieces
after the collapse of the empire.

Bimilar claim jis made b, tmle of Erzerum, who point to
burned bulldin in which hun of Turks perished, and by the
aunthorities of san-Kala, who give the number of villages destroyed
by the Armenians in their great plain as 43. Aecco to British
Consul Stevens, at tum, these statements were wveri by a com-
mission which ed into the allegations and on which Armenians
had a representation. In Baku the massacre of 2,000 Amrbeli?me by
Armenians In March, 1918, was followed by the killing of 4,000 Ar-
menians by Azarbaijanese in November of the same year.

So that it is a case of eastern barbarism on both sides, each
of them responding to the hate oi centuries, each of them pur-
suing the same methods and tactics. Over this cesspool of erimi-
nality, of cruelty, of villainy, of race hatred the United States
is asked to assume control, and to do it because the countries
that have, speaking broadly, stolen the lands of these people all
over the world decline to take control because it is expensive.
As usual—and I am going to use the slang expression, as much
as it may be out of place in the Senate—Uncle S8am is to “ hold
the sack.”

In summing up the reasons, pro and con, on the Armenian
mandate, Gen. Harbord’s report reckons the cost as follows:

lsﬁbﬂl‘he first duty of Ameriea is to it own people and its nearer
ne. Ors. -

ur country would be involved in this adventure for at least a gen-
eration, and in counting the cost Congress must be to ad-

vance some such sums, less such amount as the and Trans-
caucasian revenues counld afford, for the first five years, as follows :

is long
offers.

FIRST YEAR.
General government $100, 000, 000
Communications, railroads, etc , 000,
Relief, regatrlation. educaticn, ete 50, 000, 000
Army and Navy. , 60O,
tation . _ 17, 000, 0
Total 275, 500, 000
BECOND YEAR.
General fovemment - 75, 000, 000
Communications, railroads, etc 20, 000, 000
Rellef, education, ete 13, 000, 000
Army and Navy 9, 000, 000
Sanitation, etc 7, 264, 000
Total _-- 174, 264, 000
e
THIRD YEAR,
Feneral government 50, 000, 000
Communications, railroads, etc 20, 000, 000
Relief, education, ete 4, 500, 000
Army and Navy -— 44, 250, 000
Sanitation, ete 5, 000, 000
Total - —— 123, 750, 000
FOURTH YEAR.
General government 25, 000, 000
Communications, railroads, etc 20, 000, 000
Relief, edueation, ete 4, 500, 000
Army and Navy 44, 250, 000
Sanitation, ete 3, 000, 000
Total 86, 750, 000
FIFTH YEAR.
General government 15, 000, 000
Communfcaﬁnns, railroads, ete 20, 000, 000
Relief, education, ete. 4, 500, 000
Army and Navy. 44, 250, 000
Banitation, etc 2, 000, 000
Total

85, 7560, 000
e ]

BUMMARY.

Total first year. $275, 500, 000
Total second year 174, 2G4, 000
Total third year 123, 750, 000
Total fourth year 96, 750, 000
Total fifth year ks = 85, 760, 000
E T B e SO i it A S 756, 014, 000

As to the number of troops necessary for this mandatory

Gen. Harbord states:

Estimates of the necessary number of mandatory troops vary greatly—
from 235,000 to 200,000. Conditions change so rapidly that plans made
to-day for the use of troops might be obsolete in six months. neertainty
as to the time the mandate will be tendered and accepted makes estimates
merely approximate. Under conditions as they exist to-day the under-
signed believes that a force of two Ameriean divisions, with several hun-
dred extra officers, or a total force of 59,000, would be ample, Suneh foree
would be specially organized—one aeroplane squadron: a minimum of
artillery ; not to exceed one regiment of T5's, motorized; a minimum of
the special services ; four times the usual number of sanitary troops ; four
regiments of Cavalry, with minor in organization, at the dis-
eretion of the senior general officer on duty with the mandatory govern-
ment, This foree should be substantially reduced at the end of two years,
and by 50 per cent at the end of the third year. After that some further
reduction could be slowly effected, but the irreducible minimum weuld be
reached at about the strength of one division. .

The annual cost for the force of the Army above stated would be at
the maximuom :

For the first year 2

At the end of two years perhaps

At the end of three years 44, 250, 000

with thereafter a mn_ti.nuil:lg :&:pmpﬂation of that sum less such amount

zfs %lﬁ: locatj revenues couls ord, probably a wvery substantial fraction
cost,

A more menstrous proposition was never put before the
American people. If you undertake it, do it with your eyes
open. We are to send an army of 60,000 men; they are to hold”
a people in subjection who, the moment the Turkish yoke was
broken, set upon each other for mutual extermination. This
army will be in the center of 250,000,000 Moslems, whose hearts
are filled with hate of our very race.

For my part, sir, T am not willing to send a single man, unless
we send a million men., They will be far from their base of
supplies, far from reinforcements. They will be liable to an-
nihilation at the hands of overwhelming forees of fanaties, who
believe that God speaks through their representatives, and that
when they are called to the field of battle and to death, they are
also called to the bosom of Allah.

If we send an Army, it must be strong enough to withstand
all attacks. Even a million men ean not do that. There are
22,000,000 Turks in Turkey alone; there are, I think, approxi-
mately 15,000,000 people in Persia; there are 22,000,000 in

' Egypt; there are vast numbers of Moslems inhabiting Russia,

Turkestan, India, Arabia, and Western China. To send 60,000
men there may be to send them to slaughter. Certain it is
that so long as they are there, there can not be anywhere in
Asia a serious disturbance without imperiling their safety;
there can be no attack on Armenia unless they are drawn into
it. As I have said, when once they are drawn in, when once
a single American soldier has shed his blood, then America
must stand back of the issue.

Mr. President, what of this new madness, this “new era,”
this “new magic,” that this country should go forth into all
the world and impose its will upon millions of God’s creatures
everywhere? We believe that we have the best form of govern-
ment; they believe that they have the best form of government.
We believe we have the true religion; they believe they have
the true religion. We follow the cross; they follow the erescent.
We have our habits of home life; they have theirs. Shall we
undertake fo impose our will upon them? Why, then, pray,
have they not an equal right to impose their will upon us?

If you establish the doctrine that all races of men have the
right to set up their own government, if you adhere to the
immortal principle that “all governments derive their just
powers from the consent of the governed,” then each race of
men will stay at home, set up their own government, attend
to their own business, insist upon it as a right, defend it with
their fortunes and their lives, and the world will grow to
greatness and may remain at peace; but if once you strike
down that eternal principle of justice, then, sir, you have de-
stroyed it as a defense to yourselves; you return the world
to the old doctrine that caused many of the bloody wars of
history, that a natlon has the right to go forth to impese
its form of government and its kind of religion upon other
races or nations.

Then will recur the struggles and the battles—the bloody and
fearsome wars—that have drenched the old earth in the blood
of countless millions.

Are we to go to Armenia because some of her people—a minor-
ity of them—have our religion in some sort of form? We might
as well, then, go to Russia, for they have our religion in an

L]
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equally pure form. They, too, are Christians. We might fol-
low the church and the missionary into every-land beneath the
sun and proceed to take possession because there are some
people there who belong to our faith. And where, pray, will
that bring us? Back to the doctrine of the old Spanish con-
quistador, He carried the cross of Christ in one hand, but in
the other was a blood-dripping sword. He pretended to make
his conguests in the name of the meek and lowly and gentle
Jesus, but he proceeded with the instrumentalities of hell, and
he made an inferno of the earth wherever he marched.

Dare you accept the doctrine that because there are some peo-
ple in a distant land who claim to belong to our religions faith
we are therefore to take possession of that country? I chal-
lenge any man to accept that doctrine, for if it is accepted then
we must to-morrow put the draft in execution; we must man
our ships of war, start our factories making poison gases and
the instrumentalities of destruction, and move upon Japan, for
Japan has taken Korea, and in Korea there are many Christians,
I have heretofore quoted upon the floor from the reports made
by the two missionary associations to the effect that Japan
with the sword overcame the ancient kingdom of Korea, and is
now engaged officially in the business of persecuting the Chris-
tians; that Christian churches have been given to torch; that
Christian men, because they were Christians, had steel rings
forced upon their arms until the blood was driven back into
the surcharged heart and they died in an agony equal to the
erucifixion ; that Christian women have been stripped naked and
beaten with bamboo rods until the flesh dropped from their
bones and they died in infinite torment.

. If you are to establish this doctrine, then extend it, and let us
have a mandate in Korea; let us put American soldiers in that
land ; let us have a religious war between Japan and the United
States. :

We are asked to enter upon this mandate while the gravest
tasks at home remain unfulfilled. Eleven per cent of our people
are unable to read and write; our school-teachers paid wages
that frequently are not the equivalent of the hire of the ordinary
servant girl. Our school children are insufficiently supplied
with textbooks. All this-in a land the government of which
rests upon the intelligence of the governed.

Here, sir, are unexampled resources not yet developed, rivers
to be harnessed, swamp lands to be reclaimed, desert stretches to
be irrigated, wonderful natural resources not yet employed.
Here are 20,000,000 acres of overflowed land in the Mississippi
Valley alone as rich as is the soil of the treasured valley of the
Nile, and yet when we came to the rivers and harbors appropria-
tion we cut it to a meager $12,000,000 upon the claim that the
money could not be spared. The entire sum would, in my
opinion, not support an army of 60,000 men in Armenia for one
month’s time. Here are our people driving over dirt roads,
hauling produce to market over country lanes, wasting time and
energies that are of incalculable account, because we have not

. sufficient money to build the highways of our land; but we are
asked, like the foolish crusaders of medieval times, to go into
other lands to waste our energies, playing cat’s-paw for the de-
signing rulers of the great nations of Europe.

But, sir, while we do all thig there are not only ignorant
people in our country but there are unfortunate people. There
is not a city of this Iand where little children are not crowded
together in hovels, where women are not working in sweat-
shops, where mothers are not looking through eyes blinded with
tears at the pinched faces of the weans they love. There is
not a place in all this land but contains some brain pinched by
the vise of circumstances, of some child or youth denied develop-
ment because there is not money enough to go around.

While this is the case we talk about sacrificing for other
people—sacrificing for people who will execrate us for coming
into their land, sacrificing for people the vast majority of whom
do not want our interference. Even those on whose behalf we
interfere will speedily turn against us. f

Have we had no lesson from this war? How proud we were
when, day after day, as we saw the boys go forth, we said, “ They
have a double mission. They will defend us, for our rights have
been invaded, but in doing so they will help other nations,” How
glorious it seemed when we read the accounts of how they were
being employed to strengthen the English and French lines until
the terrible reireat was stopped. We proudly said, “ It was the
Americans who did that.,”! Again, how proud we were as the
gates of Paris were about to be assailed, and the order was “ Re-
treat! Retreat! ” and still “ Retreat!" when an American officer
sald: “ We did not come here to retreat; we came to advance,
and I shall give the order, Forward.” How glorious it seemed as
St. Mihiel and Chateau-Thierry and Belleau Wood and the Ar-
gonne recorded each day an American victory, and how we all
said: “ In all the flight 91‘. the years to come, the flowers of love

for America will bloom in the hearts of the English, the French,
the Belgians, and Italians.” We fondly thought that friend-
ship’s holy bonds would forever unite us in a world fraternity.

And yet, sir, when you read the report of the British general
he does not deign to mention the fact that America had any-
thing to do with winning the war. There were three prices in
France—one for the Frenchman, one for the Englishman, and
one for the Yankee, who was to be plucked. There are bills
rendered for the rent of the soil on which our troops stood while
they beat back the Germans marching upon Paris. If you read
the last few issues of the papers you will find that British
statesmen and British papers and French statesmen and French
papers are denouncing us because we do not stay over there
forever and continue to protect them. They have the sweel
philosophy that “one good turn deserves another,” by which
they mean that if you help them once you are obligated to help
them always.

Back to the old doctrine! Back to the doetrine of Washing-
ton, whose mighty brain encompassed the philosophy of human
government! Back to the doctrine of nationalism, of Ameri-
canism, to the cultivation of friendly relations with all coun-
tries and entanglements with none!

Here on this land, sea girt and isolate from all the turmoils,
the disturbances, the cruelties, and the wrongs of other lands,
let us build an empire of human greatness and achievement, a
Republic of equality based upon manhood, constitution, and
law. Here let us remain, a shining light to all the world, a
teacher by example and precept. Let our sword never be un-
sheathed except in defense of our own land, and, once drawn,
let it never be returned to its scabbard while an American
right remains unprotected or a wrong unavenged. That was
the doctrine of Washington; it is the American doctrine; and
it will triumph, because it is the eternal right."

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5218) to pro-
vide revenue for the Government and to establish and maintain
the production of magnesite ores and manufactures thereof in
the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUTHERLAND in the chair).
Does the Senator from Washington wish to ask for unanimous
consent?

Mr. POINDEXTER. My understanding is that it is not neces-
sary to ask for unanimous consent. I am making a motion
that we proceed to the consideration of this bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would displace the pend-
ing business as set by the unanimous-consent agreement. The
Senator can take up his bill by unanimous consent.

Mr. POINDEXTER. May I ask the Chair what were the
terms of the unanimous-consent agreement?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution af-
fecting the Armenian matter is the unfinished business before
the Senate and can be temporarily laid aside by unanimous
consent.

Mr. POINDEXTER. My understanding is that unless there
has been a unanimous-consent agreement to proceed to the
consideration of the concurrent resolution until its conclusion
it is in order at any time to move to proceed to the considera-
tion of other business. Mere unanimous consent to take up a
measure for consideration simply puts it in the place which any
measure would have if taken up on a motion.

Mr. -REED. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not in-
sist on taking up the bill. The real understanding was to take
this Armenian proposition up and dispose of it. If there is no
one else who wants to speak on it, I want a vote now. I want
to get it out of the way. I do not wish to interfere with any-
thing the Senator wants to do, but I hope he will not insist upon
taking up another matter. Some of us have important engage-
ments to-morrow that have to do with the business of the Sen-
ate, and we would like to have the resolution disposed of to-
day.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I am very much disposed to comply
with any request the Senator from Missouri makes, but I would
like to have a further understanding as to just what is the
situation in regard to the concurrent resolution. There was
some colloquy on the floor of the Senate indicating n desire
upon the part of Senators who were principally interested in
the question that it should go over for a few days.

I notice now that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcH-
cock] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobee], and
other Senators who are especially interested in it, are not pres-
ent. If it is the intention to dispose of the Armenian resolution
at once, I wonld concur with the Senator from Missouri in desir-
ing that that be done and that the motion which I have just
suggested be deferred until a conclusion of that matter. But it
was my understanding that it was the expectation of Senators
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ihai the Armenian resolution should not be pressed to a concla-
sion to-day.

Mr., REED. The agreement, as I remember it, is that it
shall be made the unfinished business, and that at not later
than 4 o'clock to-morrow we shall vote upon it. I think the
spirit of the understanding was that we would adhere to this
one question. For instance, it was requested, and put in the
agreement, that we would meet as early as 10 o'clock to-morrow
and a time limit was put upon speeches. :

Mr. KENYON. I would like to ask the Senator from Wash-
ington if this is a bill the consideration of which will probably
take some time?

Mr. POINDEXTER.
magnesite.

Mr. KENYON. That probably will take some time. I sug-
gest to the Senator from Washington that last Monday we
passed what is known as the Nolan-Johnson minimum-wage bill,
A motion has been made to reconsider the vote by which we
passed that bill. The bill has already passed the House. It
that bill is to be passed by this Congress and it has to go to
conference it ought to be gotten out of the way. I do not want
to oppose the Senator in bringing up his bill, but I gave notice
some days ago that I would try to have that motion taken up.
I do not know how much discussion it will bring about. The
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TroaAs], who made the motion,
is willing to have it taken up at any time, and it ought to be
disposed of. Matters which are going to conference, it seems
to me, should have a little right of way.

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is the situation in which tfhis
tariff bill would be in case any amendment should be added to
it. If not, it would then be in a still more preferred class, of
being upon final passage without amendment, the Senate agree-
ing to a House measure.

Mr, KENYON. It has passed the House?

Mr., POINDEXTER. It has passed the House and has been
reported by the Finance Committee of the Senate without
amendment. All we desire to do is to get a vote on it. I
understand there will be some discussion, but certainly there
ought to be an opportunity for its consideration for a reason-
able length of time. The occasion for making the motion was
that the appearance of the Senate indicated that there would be
no further immediate discussion of the Armenian resolution.

Mr. KENYON. I had not supposed that situation was going
to arise. I have been sitting here waiting for some time, but
I was two rows behind the Senator, and he was recognized first,

AMr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator will give us a reasonable
length of time on this bill, we will join him in getting up the
motion to reconsider.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, of course, under the unanimous-
consent agreement we can only lay aside the Armenian resolu-
tion by unanimous consent. We ecan not possibly displace it
without a breach of the agreement.

Alr. POINDEXTER. During the absence of the Senator from
Massachusetts I made some inguiry as to what is the unani-
mous-consent agreement. I have been unable to ascertain
upon the record of the Senate any unanimous consent other
than to take up for consideration the Armenian resolution,
Of course, if the unanimous-consent angreement in regard to
that resolution did not go to any further extent than taking
it up for consideration, it can be laid aside on motion.

Mr. LODGE. That would displace it entirely.

AMr. POINDEXTER. Any measure which is under considera-
tion ean be displaced.

Mr. LODGE. There is no question about the understanding,
for 1 stated it here, and Senators on the other side stated it.
The only relaxation of it was that in case no one desired to dis-
cuss the Armenian resolution, it could be laid aside temporarily.
If the Senator will read the whole of the unanimous-consent
agreement, he will find that it provides—

That upon the said calendar day of Tuesday, June 1, 1020, the
Senate will meet at 10 o'clock a. m.: and, further, that on the said

calendar day no Senator shall speak in all more than 45 minutes upon
the =aid resolution and any amendment or amendments offered thercto.

Mr, POINDEXTER. I understand that relates to to-morrow.

Mr. LODGE, It does. I assure the Senator the understand-
ing was absolute that it should not be displaced before the
time of taking the vote.

AMr. KENYON. May I ask the Senator from Massachusetis,
suppose no one desires tp proceed?

Mr. LODGE. Then it can be laid aside by unanimous
consent. :

Mr. KENYON. I am anxious that we shall take up the wotion
to reconsider the vote on the Nolan-Johnson minimum-wage bill.

LIX—502

It is a tariff bill, fixing a tariff upon

Mr. LODGE. So am I; I want very much to dispose of that
moftion. .

Mr, KENYON, There is nothing in the unanimous-consent
agreement which would prevent action on that motion.

Mr, LODGE. I fear it would not be in keeping with the unani-
mous-consent agreement if we did it by motion, because that
would formally dispose of it. It was also understood -that if
no one wished to speak on the Armenian resolution, by unanimous
consent, we could temperarily lay it aside. ;

Mr. .OVERMAN. Mr. President, I think we should have a
quorum. I suggest the absence of a quorum. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will eall the roll

The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Gay MecKellar Smitl, Md.
Beckham Gerry Mclean Smith, 8. C.
Brandegee Hale McNary Smoot
Calder Harding Nelson Spencer
Capper Harris New Btanley
Chamberlain Henderson Norris Sterlin
Colt Hitcheock Overman Sutherliand
Comer Jones, Wash, Page Swanson
Culberson Kenyon Phelan Thomas
Curtis + Keyes Phipps Townsend
Dial King Pittman Underwood
Dillingham Lenroot Poindexter Walsh, Mass,
Edge Lodge Ranadell Walsh, Mont.
Elkins McCormick Reed Warren

nee MeCumber Sheppard Williams

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum is present.

REPEAL OF WAR-TIME LEGISLATION.

Mr. FRANCE. Mr. President, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XX VI, I move that the Committee on the Judiciary
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 4388)
to repeal certain war-time legislation, and for other purposes,
and the bill (8. 4389) to repeal certain war-time legislation. I
ask that this motion lie over under the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion will lie on the
table.

GOOD ROADS.

Mr. GAY. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads, to which is referred all legislation
pertaining to good roads throughout the United States, and in
view of the fact that there is now pending before that committee
a bill which has been intrdduced by Senator Townsenp, of
Michigan, the chairman of the committee, which will add to the
great system of roads already completed many miles through
the various States of the UniSn, I feel, as one who is deeply
interested in the question of good roads, that the present is a
good time to briefly outline, for general information, what has
been done in this connection and what is proposed for the
future.

The question of good roads has been the keystone of civiliza-
tion. The Government that perpetuated itself longer than any
other in history was ancient Rome, and after the conguest of
the world Augustus laid the foundation broad and deep for the
continuance of Roman dominion by establishing a system of
post roads. These roads were largely built by the legions, and
so perfect was their construction that it is really surprising
how quickly news was transmitted over the roads radiating
out from Rome to the most remote Provinces. The roads were
first intended for Government use alone, but in a very short
period they became the means of travel and commerce by the
populace and enabled such intermingling of the peoples of the
various component parts of the great empire that the “ Golden
age of Rome,” or as it was called the “ Hundred years of peace,”
was largely due to it. Over these roads a traveler could leave
Rome and go to the city of Antioch, in Syria, in less than six
days, The Emperor Hadrian restored the discipline of the
Roman Army by setting the legions, some 350,000 strong, to
work in the construction of public roads in northern Africa,
France, Spain, and Asia Minor. The rapid spread of Chris-
tianity in the first and second centuries was largely due to the
facilities for traveling in every portion of the then known civi-
lized world. Flourishing cities were built, commerce was ex-
tended to subject peoples who became reconciled to the Roman
Government, so much so that they became a homogeneous part
of the empire. The remains of these roads exerted a very
powerful influence in the defeat of the Germans in France, as
the allied troops were transported over these good old roads
constructed by the Romans in the days of their supremacy
in that country. :

In England the almost impassable condition of the roads of
200 years ago retarded the development of British industry,
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and furnished the means of outlawry so ably depicted by English
authors of a later day.

The fathers of the American Republic, in bullding the founda-
tion for this Gevernment, saw the neecessity of good roads. Gen.
Washington, who commanded the armies of the Republic, and
in his early youth as a surveyor had gone over the western
portions of Virginia, impressed with the necessity for a high-
way to the interior, advocated the construetion of a natlonal
highway, now called the old Comberland Road, which received
the first appropriation i 1806 for its construction. It was an act
approved by President Jeffersen providing for laying out and
making a read from Cumberland through the State of Maryland
and the State of Ohie.

The bill made complete specifications as to the form of road
to be consticted, and appropriated $30,000 for the expense of
laying out said road. President Jefferson had received the eon-
sent of the States of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia for
laying out this much-desired road. By an aet of Congress of
Aprll 21, 1808, authority was given to extend the road from
a point near Cincinnati via Vineennes to St. Louis. From 1808

to 1844 Congress appropriated $6,824,919.33 for this purpose and
the road was used for a mail read.

So mueh had this subject impressed itself en the statesmen
of the past that we find John C. Calhoun, who was the strictest
constructionist of the Constitution, expressing his belief that
the Federal Government should take a hand in building and
improving highways, rivers, and eanals, and introdueed a bill
to provide a fund for the constructien of roads and canals, and
while Secretary of War lie made a report to the House in 1819
in which he said:

‘Mo ohject of the kind is more important and there i8 none to which
State or individual capaeity is more inad te. It must be perfected
by the General Government or not perf at all.

Henry Clay advocated the building of national roads in a
speech made in Congress in 1818,

Daniel Webster advocated the same proposition in 1830, in
whiceh he stated that he had arrived at the conclusion that the
Government had power to accomplish this purpose.

President Jackson expressed himself in favor of public roads
in a veto message in which he said that the * right of appropria-
tion was not limited by the specified powers of the Constitution.”

The Constitution itself vests Congress with the power in
article 1, seetion 8, wherein it states—

L
Dby b gl ‘;53";'32&22 Vs Conts Cetian
and general welfare of the United States

This section of the Constitution has been growing in practieal
importance witli refeérenee to public roads. President Arthur,
in a message vetoing the river and harbor bill in 1882, declared
that post roads and public highways are highways of commerce
as much as are railroads or rivers and harbors. They are
the small arteries of our commercial body extending out into
the country and gathering up and bringing into the market,
the railroad station, and the wharf the raw products which are
the real constituent elements of our eommerce. They are equally
indispensable to our commereial growth and welfare, and are
equally deserving of the fostering care of our Government.

The late Senator Bankhead, of Alabama, a profound student
of the post offices and post roads system of the United States,
in a speech in the Senate on April 24, 1908, summed up the im-
mense benefit to the industrial hmermts of the people at large
in the building of public roads, and the absolute neeessity of
bringing the produets of the farm to the city consumer and the
manufacturing interests at reasonable cost, whieh he concluded
could only be provided for by a system ot good public roads.
As the railroads opened the wilderness of the West to the
American farmer and made possible the creation of the great
Commenwealths beyond the Mississippi, by furnishing adequate
faecilities for tranmsportation, so the public roads have multiplied
the development of the wilderness into farms and cities.

The introduction of electrieity has prepared a new and rapid
method of travel and transportation of material on every high-
wuy and byway of the country that can be reached by a good
road, and has emphasized the necessity of good roads, roads
that can be used at all seasons of the year and under all con-
ditions of weather.

The most recent object lesson for the absolute necessity of
good roads has been the congestion en the railways in the trans-
portation of materials throughout the country. In faect, in
many of the tities people would have been reduced to dire want
had it mot been for the facilities for bringing in food supplies
by truck over good roads. And with the development of the
country it is now no longer a question that there should be an
extension of the railroads to carry the material, but that the
people themselves should be enabled to move their products

rapidly from the farm and village to the city, and at times con-
venient to them and at small cost.

The mest powerful interest in publie roads has been stimu-
lated by the high priees of farmy lands adjacent to publi¢ roads. |
Not that these farms became mere preductive, but by reason
of the decreased eost and the certainty of getting heavy mate-
rial to market. Where the farmer on the ordinary country dirt
road is eften delayed for weeks for lack of a passable conditlon
over the road with an ordinary team, and often when passable
can only haul from a thousand to twelve hundred pounds, with
a two-horse team he ean now, on the good roads which are
being econstructed, haul from twenty-five to thirty-five hundred
pounds in half the time formerly oecupied. The additional sav-'
ing in the wear and tear on the vehicle, harness,‘and team also
forms a considerable faetor in the decreased cost in bringing
his preduets to market.

In Bulletin 393 of the United States Bureau of Public Rouds
is found an econemical survey sheowing aetual inerease in values
of farm lands adjacent to good roads. The variation has wide
limits, but on a eareful study carried on by the Government a
conservative estimate shows that all of the arable lands in the
United States would be enhanced in value as a result of geveral
read improvement by at least $10 an aere. The tetal increase
for the 1,140,000,000 acres of tillable land would amount to
$5,700,000,000. Add to this total $I to represent the inerease
in value of each aere of nontillable land, we have $360,000,000
more, or a grand total of over $6,000,000,000, a sufficent sam to
md 300,000 miles of road on an average cost of $20,000 per

Now, as an actual fact within a few miles of this Capital |
City farm lands along the boulevard conmeeting “a.shi.ngton{
and Baltimore have inecreased in value since its construction |
and use from $50 an acre to $200 per acre, while equally good |
lands, and probably mere preductive, with equal lmpmnenm,f
more than a mile from the beulevard can be had at from $50 |
to $75 per acre. .

It is an undisputed fact that as soon as a good road is finished |
and in use the value of farm lands doubles and frequently '
trebles in value:

In the past many enterprising communities constructed
good roads for short distances and exaeted toll, but these
toll roads, while they were beneficial in a small degree to a
few communities, became also a very serious burden to the
traveling publie and a heavy tax to the contiguous users.

There is a misconception as fo the part the Federal Gov-
ernment plays in the comstruction of public roads. The act of -
July 11, 1916, the Bankhead bill, signed by President Wilson,
provided an appropriation of $75,000,000 for rural post routes,
and made available at the rate of $5,000,000 for 1917; $10,-
000,000, for 1918; $15,000,000, for 1919; $20,000,000, for 1920;
and $25,000,000, for 1921. The basis of apportionment among
the States is on the area and mileage of rural routes in the
State. The Federal Government funds can be expended only
for construction initiated by the State at 50 per cent of the
value of roads and Government aid can not exceed $20,000
per mile. There must also be a State highway commission
in the State whieh participates in the fund. This requirement
has been complied with by the States and has secured in the
various States trained road engineers wherever the fund is.
expended and the on under them of the construction
of the best durable available roads for the money expended.
It has also secured the popular support among the people in
the various States for road building by their appropriation of
self-imposed taxation by popular vote wherever the subject'
has been thoroughly discussed and its advantages are known.

Up to 1915 the tfotal expenditures for roads and bridges by
the States and local governments in the United States are
estimated at $267,000,000.

‘It has been estimated that the fund available for the high-
way improvement program by the States and the United States
for the year 1920 is in excess of $600,000,000. This shows the
great growth and increase in the popular demand for good
roads and the confidence the people have in their highway
departments, and the absolute necessity for securing good roads.
Many projects have been submitted by States which the Secre-
tary of Agriculture could not approve because of his doubt
of their post-office status. The Secretary Is now cooperating,
through the Bureau of Public Roads, with the advisory com-.
mittee of the American Association of State Highway Officials
for the purpose of securing the greatest uniformity and greatest '
economical construction of these roads.

The Post Office appropriation bill of February 28, 1919, car-
ried an additional appropriation of $200,000,000 for the con-
struction of Federal-aided roads, which is made available in
installments of $50,000,000 immediately; $75,000,000 for the
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, and $75,000,000 for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1921.

From reliable sources it is now certain that a program which
has definitely located roads, provided specifications for the
system of construction and money appropriated for the same,
will be completed in the course of the next six years at a cost
of $3,000,000,000. With the increasing interest now growing into
enthusiasm throughout the entire country, it is safe to predict
that this immense sum will even be doubled in the course of
that period of time,

During the past year there have been built 55,550,000 square
yards of concrete roads; 50,000,000 square yards of bituminous
macadam, and 12,000,000 square yards of brick road. The cost
is from twenty to twenty-eight thousand per mile for con-
crete, and thirty-five to forty-five thousand per mile for brick,

In the State of Louisiana the subject of good-roads construe-
tion was taken up by the people 10 years prior to the Federal
aid act, and from that time a number of the parishes began
the construction of improved highways, independent of Federal
or State aid by special taxation voted by the people in their
local road districts and parishes. Since that date there has
been expended for roads under supervision of the State high-
way commission the following sums:

In the year 1916, $323,983.30; in the year 1917, $309,972.64;
in the year 1918, even during the war, $541,241.65; and in the
year 1919, $918,047.68.

There is now under contract at present projects which will
cost $5,172,411, making a total of $7,325,756.2T7 expended for
road constroction.

There is now under construction in the State 505 miles under
the control of the highway and Federal authorities. And in
addition to this 505 miles, a number of parishes are building
roads of first-class character, independent of State and Fed-
eral aid, State aid being extremely limited, The people have
taxed themselves to build these roads by popular vote of the
rond districts or the parishes, and every taxpayer expresses his
will for incurring the expenditure.

During the year 1919 there was voted by the various parishes
and road districts in the State of Louisiana $11,946,000 for
highway construction. Add to this sum the Federal aid and
the State ald with what is being constructed independently by
the various parishes, it means the construction of 2,500 miles
of good roads in the State.

The good-roads project for Louisiana embraces the building
of 2,500 miles of first-class roads which will reach every parish
in the State by various roads radiating from the city of New
Orleans, the great metropolis of the Gulf.

The Jefferson highway, which has already been laid out from
Winnipeg, Manitoba, through the States of Minnesota, Iowa,
Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma, and Louisiana, will form the
great midway continental highway of the United States, and
will furnish a system of rapid transportation for travel and
freight for this immense area of great production, and will
lessen the cost and save time in bringing the products of the
country to the ship side. A considerable portion of this high-
way is under construction in the various States between New
Orleans and Manitoba. The State of Louisiana will build 410
miles of this highway in ample time to connect, and probably
in advance of the complete construction from the Gulf to Mani-
toba. The Dixie highway and other great roads are in course
of construction.

As an evidence of the determination of the people to have the
best and most experienced engineers, it may be well to say in
passing that the parish of Caddo alone, in the State of Louisi-
ana, pays its highway engineer $7,000 per annum, which is
larger than the amount now being paid by the United States
Government to its director of public roads.

In that particular parish road building began some eight
years ago by the levying of a $500,000 tax, which, after its ex-
penditure, was supplemented by another vote of another
$500.000, and the parish is now expending another half million,
and they have a complete, durable highway from the Arkansas
State line from the north to the south end of the parish, 90
miles, this being on the eastern side. Another completed road
runs 45 miles to the north, through the western portion of
the parish, and one from the city of Shreveport to the Texas line,
22 miles, and another to the southeast toward the city of Mans-
field, 48 miles distant.

The economy in transporting produets of the oil country, its
heavy machinery, and vast amount of material used in con-
struction has paid a great profit on the investment to the public
and enhanced the assessable values in the parish, so that the
assessment has increased more than 300 per cent in the last
five years, and not a murmur against the cost of this marvelous
improvement,

The spirit for public-road building has become intense
throughout the entire State. People along the banks of the
Mississippl River, who are subject to disastrous floods from
breaks in the levees, are convineced that the construction of good
roads along the banks of the river means a better insurance
against crevasses and overflows, by reason of the fact that a
prompt shipment of material to the weak points in the levee
where the danger of a break is probable will perhaps save 'mil-
lions of acres from the destructive waters of the mighty river,
and the saving of the great crops of sugar, rice, and cotton is
worth infinitely more than the comparatively insignificant cost
of good-roads construction for a road to be used in case of un
emergency.

For more than 30 years the people of Louisiana have cheer-
fully borne heavy taxes for the building of levees in order to
save the appalling losses which from time to time have visited
them and destroyed the fruits of the industry and thrift of the
people to the value of enormous sums.

In addition to carrying on the ordinary expense of their State
government in making great improvements in their public-school
system by State and local taxation, the State, from April 20,
1918, to April 20, 1920, expended $4,368,937.26 in the construc-
tion of levees.

The people of Louisiana are a great constructive people. They
have been schooled by their long warfare with the greatest
physical obstructions that ever confronted any people, but with
manly hearts they have grappled every great problem which
faced them and have successfully achieved a victory which
comes only to those who have the enduring virtues of a superior
race. And now having been in the vanguard of good-roads con-
struction they are determined to remain at the head of the pro-
cession in this absorbing work, which has become nation-wide,
and which means to this great country development, prosperity,
and security, which will remain and abide with the Nation until
the end of time,

RECLASSIFICATION OF POSTAL SALARIES.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, at 4 o'clock the members
of the Joint Commission on the Readjustment of Postal Sal-
aries are to meet for the purpose of signing the report and
agreeing upon a bill. It is very desirable that the report and
the bill accompanying it be presented to the Senate to-day and
properly referred; but before the report and the bill are
brought to the Senate Chamber the Senate may have taken
a recess or adjourned. >

I desire, therefore, to ask unanimous consent that if mean-
while, before the report and the bill are presented, the Senate
has adjourned or taken a recess, they may be filed and prop-
erly referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.
I desire also to ask unanimous consent that 5,000 additional
copies of the report and 1,000 additional copies of the bill be
printed for the use of the joint commission. I understand that
that will come within the limit of the appropriation allowed.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, do I understand that the Sen-
ator asks unanimous consent that if the report comes into the
Chamber after the Senate has adjourned or taken a recess——

Mr. STERLING. After adjournment or after a recess, it
may be filed and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think anything like that has ever
been done before, nor do I think we could do it.

Mr. STERLING. I understand that that course has already
been taken in the House. They, anticipating the same situa-
tion in the House that may arise here, have asked for and
obtained unanimous consent in the House, and I thought n
similar course might be taken here.

The PRESIDING. OFFICER (Mr. SHEPPARD in the chair).
The Chair suggesis that the Senatog make his report now and
hand it in later.

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator if this bill is the opne that is referred to in the cor-
respondence which all Senators are getting about readjust-
ment of the salaries of postal employees?

Mr. STERLING. That evidently is the very bill.

Mr. KENYON. If we adjourn, there will be no opportunity
to act on that bill at this session. I should like to ask the
Senator if he feels, in view of that situation, that Congress
should adjourn without adjusting the question of the salaries
of postal employees?

Mr. STERLING. Hardly. My impression is that the bill
will be disposed of during the present week. I believe that it
will be. At any rate, that is the hope and the expectation of
all the members of the joint commission.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques-
tion? What is the additional amount of cost that will be
devolved upon the Government by this bill?
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Mr. STERLING. I can not tell the Senator just now what
will be the additional cost. I may say, in a general way, that
the increases perliaps will be disappointing to the employees
and also, perhaps, disappointing to some of the officials of the
Post Office Department. The commission has sought to find
the safe middle ground between parsimony on the one side and
extravagance on the other side in the salaries provided.

Mr., SMOOT. Mr. President, does the Senator know what
5,000 additional copies of the report will cost? I ask the ques-
tion not because they should not be printed, and particularly
if they are wanted, but because they must come within the
$200 limit by the action of the Senate.

Mr. STERLING. I do not know just what they will cost,
save that I asked the printing clerk here on the floor awhile
ago, and told him about how many pages I thought would be in
the report, and he said he thought it would easily come within
the limit allowed.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator, then,.will modify his request
so as fo ask that there shall be 5,000 copies printed, or so
many thereof as will come within the limit of cost of $200, I
have no objection.

Mr. STERLING. - I modify the request accordingly.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection,
quest as modified is agreed to.

Mr. STERLING subsequently said: By direction of the Joint
Commsission on Postal Salaries, authorized by section 3 of an
act approved February 28, 1919, making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year

the re-

ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes, I submit the.

preliminary report on salaries of postmasters and employees
of the Postal Service with a view to the reclassification and
readjustment of salaries on an equitable basis, accompanied by
a bill, which I ask to have referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads.

The bill (8. 4475) to reclassify posimasters and employees
of the Postal SBervice and readjust their salaries and compensa-
tion on an eguitable basis was read twice by its title and re-
ferred to the Commitftee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. STERLING. I ask that 1,000 additional copies of the
bill be printed for the use of the joint commission.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

TENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understand that there

has been a unanimous-consent agreement entered into whereby

we are to vote upon the Armenian resolution to-morrow at 4.

o'clock. I observe nothing in that agreement which requires
that we shall consider the resolution involved continuously
until to-morrow. I do not know whether or not there is any
Senator present who desires to speak on the subject now. If
I thought there were I should not make the motiom which I
intend to make, but if there is no Senator now ready to speak
on the resolution I wish to have the pension bill taken up,

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TowxNseEND in the chair).
. Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from
Washington?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I call the attention of the Senator
from North Dakota and also of the Chair to the fact that there
is pending a motion to proceed to the consideration of the
magnesite tariff bill. Some discussion arose about the matter
to which the Senator from North Dakota has referred, as to
the parliamentary status of the Armenian resolution, and as to
whether or not it could be laid aside upon motion. I made the
motion, and it was succeeded by that discussion and by the
address which has just been made by the Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr. GAay]. If it is in order, I shall ask to have a vote
upon the motion.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr, President, I do not understand how
there could be a pending motion when we are discussing the
other matter, which is the unfinished business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that the regular order being Senate concurrent resolution No.
27, upon which it has been agreed to vote at 4 o'clock to-
morrow, any motion to take up business at this time would dis-
place that order and would be contrary to the spirit of the
agreement. The Chair is of the opinion, however, that by
unanimous consent the regular order could be temporarily laid
aside and some other matter could be taken up.

Mr. McCUMBER. A parlinmentary inquiry, Mr. President.
Could not the same end be accomplished by a motion to tempo-
rarily lay the unfinished business aside, the effect of which
would be exactly the same, merely the temporary laying aside
of the pending business, so that it may be brought up again
at any time?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion
that that could not be done; that it would be a violation of the
unanimous-consent agreement. If the Senator from North
Dakota should ask unanimous consent to lay aside tempo-
rarily the unfinished business and to consider the measure
he has in mind and it should be granted, then it would be in
order fo take up his bill,

Mr. McOUMBER. I will conform to the suggestion of the
Chair and ask unanimous consent that the pending measure
may be temporarily laid aside for the consideration of Calendar
No. 528, being House bill 12530, which is the private omnibus
pension bill

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota asks unanimous consent that the regular order be tempo-
rarily laid aside, and that the pension bill to which he refers
may be taken up. Is there objection?

Mr, KENYON. Mr. President, before agreeing to the re-
quest, I should like to ask a guestion. What is the bill which
the Senator from North Dakota desires to have taken up?

Mr, McCUMBER. It is the omnibus pension bill.

MI:E KENYON, Is it a matter which will take very much

Mr, McCUMBER. It will take a little time, I assume, be-
cause I understand that the Senator from Utah [Mr. King]
objects to a number of the cases which are included in the bill;
desires a vote upon some of them; and wishes further to -lis-
cuss others.

I wish to say to the Senator from Iowa, however, that many
of the items which are included in the amended omnibus bill
are items which have been on the calender since last Septem-
ber. We have not passed any of them during the winter or
up to the present time, holding them all in abeyance until the
Fuller bill should be passed, and then eliminating from the
total number of cases before the Senate all that would be
taken care -of by the Fuller pension bill.

Mr. KENYON. I shall not object to the consideration of the
bill, but a motion has been filed to reconsider the minimum
wage bill, which was passed on Monday last, and I am anxious
that that motion shall be disposed of. -

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope that we shall be able to consider
the matter referred to by the Senator, and that there will be
no objection to taking up the pension bill at this time, unless
some Senator may desire fo speak at the present time upon the
pending measure. In that event I should not, of course, urge
the consideration of the pension bill.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall not object to the request
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCussER] to proceed
with the consideration of the pension bill. By that I do not
mean to say that I assent to the passage of the bill, and T am
speaking now merely for the purpose of combating a statement
made by the Senator, or at least the inference to be deduced
therefrom, that the Senator from Utah objected to some of the
claims contained in the bill for which the Senator from North
Dakota asks consideration. I object to suobstantially all of
the items of appropriation in that bill, carrying 600 or 700
private pension claims. I shall not ask for a vote, as I stated
to the Senator the other day, upon all of the items, but only
upon two or three groups, and I shall probably desire to dis-
cuss, not each item—for if I should undertake to do that it
would take several days—but some of the items in each group,
and to call the attention of the Senate fo them. It will prob-
ably take some little time, however, to discuss the various items
to which I desire to call attention.

If the Senator will pardon me, however, I should like the
Senator to yield, if he will, to enable the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. PorxpExTER], if he desires, to call up for imme-
diate consideration and passage the bill to which he called the
attention of the Senate a few days ago and to which I then
objected. I objected to the comsideration of the measure be-
cause it was entirely new, I was not familiar with ifs terms,
and, as I gathered from him, the bill contained provisions dif-
ferent from what upon an examination of the bill I found
were contained in it. After examining the measure, I desire to
say that I think it is meritorious, and I shall be glad to do
anything I ean to aid the Senator from Washington in secnring
its consideration'and passage. I will add that I do not refer
to the magnesite bill, but to the bill for the relief of soldiers
enlisted for service in Siberia.

Mr. McOUMBER. If there is no objection to doing so, the
bill to which the Senator from Utah refers may be taken up
at any time, but I should like at least to call up the bill to
which I refer and get the legislation started in order that the
Senator may present his objections. I think he told me the
other day he would probably take half an hour in discussing
the matter; but I should like to have the bill considered and
disposed of, if possible, for it covers a great many cases and
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many of the individuals who are affected by it are in indigent
circumstances and are very old and feeble. I think we ought
to put the bill throngh at this session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, I should like to ask the
Senator from North Dakota a question. The cases included in
the bill of which he is in charge are not covered, as I under-
stand, by the general pension bill recently passed.

Mr. McOCUMBER. They are cases that would not be covered
by the general pension legislation; they are cases of an extreme
and necessitous character. 3

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina.
the bill for the special cases?

Mr. McCUMBER. The total appropriation, I think, will
amount to about $148,000, provided the recipients of the benefits
under the bill live a year.

Mr. WARREN. Some of them have died while the bill has
been pending.

Mr. McCUMBER. Dut experience indicates that probably
half of them will pass away during the year; and the added
expense to the Government would really be nothing, because,
taking the number of deaths of beneficiaries of special bills in
a single year, the amount saved is very much more than the
amount that has ever been granted in any year under special
pension acts.

Mr. SMITH of Sonth Carolina. Am I correct in my impres-
sion that a great many of the special cases which were hereto-
fore on the calendar were taken care of under the general pen-
sion bill recently enacted by Congress?

Mr. McCUMBER. Three-fourths of them were taken care

of in that legislation. :
Is there any objection?

What is the total carried by

The PRESIDING OFFICER.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I shall* make no objection,
but I hope the Senator will follow it up by calling for the con-
sideration of the bill which is designed to pension some of the
- regular soldiers and officers.

Mr. McCUMBER. I certainly intend to do so.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12530) granting
pensions and increases of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of
soldiers and sailors of said war, which had been reported from'
the Committee on Pensions with an amendment.

The Reading Clerk proceeded to read the amendment.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I want to take |

this occasion, since I do not know when I may have another
opportunity, to call the attention of the Senate fo a condition
existing throughout the country of which I am sure the Mem-
bers of this body are not fully appreciative.

The so-called high cost of living has had such an effect npon
the people of this country that'I am sure they have not properly
analyzed just what are its causes, and, not having the conditions
of the problem clearly defined in their minds, they are not pre-
pared to apply the proper solution.

It is needless for me to refer to the unpfecedented influx of
gold into this country, antedating our entrance into the war but
jmmediately subsequent to the outbreak of the World War,
We were in a position at that time to furnish in larger measure
than any other nation, perhaps, the great necessities of the
world to meet the conflict that was then raging. It was not so
much a question of the price that these articles would cost as a
question of getting the articles; so that the resources of the
nations involved in this conflict were strained to-their utmost
and gold poured into America in exchange for the things that
were essential to the prosecution of the war.

"That there was profiteering at the expense of our European
friends goes without saying. When it was known that it was
a question of getting the material rather than the price of the
material, when the issues of life and death, natienally speaking,
were at stake, no time was left for bargaining. It was simply
a question of time and mot a question of cost. The consequence
was that an unfortunate condition was precipitated by cireum-
stances over shich it seemed that no one had control. Labor
was to be enticed to enter into the production of these things
wanted abroad.

Fabulous prices, as compared with the wages they had pre-
viously received, were offered. Xvery vocation and avocation
that employed manusdl labor was stripped to the bone, and these
great war enterprises were fostered in order to supply the
needs of those in dire distress abroad.

This went on for more than two years, prices mounting be-
cause the things that were needed for war were the basis of
the things needed in the ordinary commercial pursuits in this
country. Then, when we entered the war the same necessity
gripped ms, because the war in Europe had gone on for so long

a time that those who were our allies were bled white, and
when we entered the war it was only a question of time and
not a question of expense. The consequence was that we
entered under the same ®onditions that Europe had found her-
self, and prices mounted and mounted, and the very basis of
living in this country was jeopardized, because from forest and
field and factory were drafted those who were supplying the
necessaries of life to the pepulation of this country and put
into the production of those things that were essential to meet
the crisis impending in Europe. It is true that under the new
banking and currency law every pound of available wealth,
every yard, every system of measuring wealth in this country,
was met adequately by our flexible system of banking and cur-
rency, so that the whole wealth of this country was mobilized
under these high prices in order to carry on the war.

Now, Mr. President, the war is past. Prices for the neces-
saries of life have risen from two prime causes—one, the un-
precedented demand for labor at these exorbitant prices
and the other the consequent scarcity of the necessities of life,
caused both by the season and by the drafting of the producers
into the war.

Here we are now; the armistice has been declared and the .
high cost of living is still at its peak. Profiteering has been
charged, and doubtless has gone on, but it has been more uni-
versal than those who speak of profiteering have cared to
define or have defined. From the bootblack on the street corner
to the most intricate form of manufacture things have risen
pari passu, so that it is a guestion of a higher plane of prices
universally. It did not happen just in a minute, because when
the demand was made for labor, and the wage of the laborer
rose, the thing that the laborer produced rose, and the conse-
gquence was that that which he produced in every department
went up comparatively with it, so that the purchasing power of
the dollar, as has been said, was cut half in twe, and the shoe
black who had been llving on his nickel a shine found that he
either had to charge a dime or go ¢n half rations, and he
charged the dime. The man who has been working for $100 a
month and buying a $50 suit found that when he went with his
$100 he had to do without a suit, and he must of necessity get
more for his time; and, outside of a few salaried men, there
was a relative rise, so that in the division of the circulating
wealth that we had there was no very exceptional eondition,
The multimillionaire and those that were farthest removed
from him just had their relative positions changed in the mount-
ing prices.

Now, the war is over. The armistice has been declared.

is no crisis confronting us, no urgent demand for the
produetion of anything, save one thing, and that is the bread
and meat of this country. We have sufficient of manufactures
to tide us over the period of reconstruction. Men ecan patch
their old suits and patch their old shoes and make them do
another day or another year, but they can not pateh their break-
fast and dinmer and make them do for the morrow ; and the cry
of this country now is for the necessities of human food.

What is the -condition that now confronts us? Our banking
people, the Federal reserve people, seem to think that at
this time it is incumbent upon them—and it doubtless is—to
join in this great warfare against high prices. Now, every
man in this country knows that when everything is said and
done the development of this country and its prosperity depend
fundamentally upon credit, and credit depends entirely upon
the system by which the eredit is granted and sustained.
Therefore, whoever has c¢harge of the management and the
manipulation of the currency of this country has charge of its
development and prosperity.

We were all proud of the fact that we had passed a law
that met the stupendous strain of a World War, that finance4
America without impeding its progress and development do-
mestically, that financed Europe, and ‘during the period of that
war the failures of the national banks of this country rapidly
decreased until in 1919, when our banking system was put to
the severest test to which a banking system could be put, there
was not a single national bank failure in America involving a
dollar’s loss to a depositor. In addition to that, the Federal
Reserve System during this period not only gradually decreased
the number of bank failures, but it was the basis upon which
the bank resources of this country have increased an average
of over 600 per cent. ’

In addition to that, not only had they inecreased 600 per cent,
but the Federal Reserve System itself, according to the best
information I can get, made 108 per cent profit.

As I said, we are confronted with a condition unparalleled
in the history of this country, so far as bread and meat are
concerned. I interrogated the Secretary of Agriculfure to
know what was the supply of labor this year as compared with
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last year, and his reply to me was that it was 72 per cent of
normal, numerically speaking, but as to its eflficiency it was
impossible to tell, in that those who were left to produce the
agricultural products of this country 4vere largely women and
children and old men.

Of course, young, vigorous men, who heretofore have tilled
the farms, are not going to stay on the farms under the con-
ditions which now confront us. Why should they? They, like
some of us, have mistaken plenty of money for wealth, and
the possibility of obtaining with ease the necessaries ot life,
But we are rapidly approaching the place where we will find
out that wealth counted in gold and silver and in circulating
money does not mean bread and meat, or the other necessaries
of life.

Young, vigorous men, with scarcely any training at all, in the
towns and villages and cities of this country, can command
six and seven and eight and nine dollars a day, working eight
hours a day, and is it to be thought that any man, governed
by common sense, is going to forego that and go to a farm where
the highest return is scarcely half that, if half, and then, when
he has labored from 12 to 14 hours a day at half the pay
he could get elsewhere, depend upon the other man for the
price of the thing he produces? Is it any wonder that our
iarms are left tenantless, that our fields are left uncultivated,
. by the thrifty, the young, the enterprising, when eight hours a

day and from six to eight dollars a day is beckoning to him?

Which one of us here to-day, charged with the duty of legis-
lating when necessary, and providing means when necessary to
avert a calamity which is impending, or if we have not the
legislative power, agreeing to call attention to it—which one of
us would advise a young man to-day to go and engage in agri-
¢ultural pursuits, at $2.50 or $3 a day, or, if he is running it on
his own responsibility, to incur now an indebtedness for high-
priced implements to work his farm, for high-priced fertilizer
io fertilize his farm, for high-priced labor to aid in cultivating
his farm, and then have to wait six long months before he gets
a commercial asset to meet the liabilities, then to take the pro-
ceeds, after the investment of his money in these high-priced
articles, and put them on the market at the say-so of the other
man? The consequence is that our agricultural labor is abso-
Intely decimated.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the Senator is discussing
n very practical question, and he puts his finger on the trouble,
in my opinion—that it ean not be expected that agricultural
products will reduce in price, or even stay where they are, if
men in other lines of employment are paid double and treble
what the worker on the farm is paid. Yet, if the job on the
farm is made attractive enough to induce people to abandon
the industries in which they are paid three or four times what
they are paid on the farm, how can the owner of the farm, and
the employer of farm labor at those trebled prices, hope to
reduce the price of his product?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina.
coming to now.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I understand. I have siinply amplified a
little the subject the Senator was discussing. I am waiting
in anxious anticipation, and I know I can greatly profit by lis-
tening to the Senator’s remedy for this condition.

Mr, SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly the remedy is not
the one which is being applied now. I said in an interview which
I gave out to the press several months ago that I knew that if
the patriotism of certain individuals could be appealed to—which
I knew was idle to ask—if those engaged in nonessential manu-
facture or production, those who are engaged in the manufacture
of things which are not absolutely essential, could be induced to
desist, and if they could not, then if our banking and currency
law were of such a form—and after reading and studying it, it
seemed to me that it was in a manner amenable to that con-
struction—there should be a restriction of accommodation to
snch enterprises,

Dat in applying what they consider the power they have, they
linve absolutely intensified the condition under which we are
now lahoring.

Alr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator is now, I presume,
referring to the order of the Federal Reserve Board increasing
the discount rate.

Mr. SMITH of South (‘urollmt
coming to now.

Mr, NORRIS. I am laboring still under the impression that
under section 4 of the Federal reserve act the Federal Reserve
Board had it within their power to issue an order which would
o down and even reach the member bank, to discriminate in
the Kinds of credit it could extend. For instance, it could say
to a mewber bank, “ You will not be entitled to rediscount your
paper here if you are extending credit to speculators. It is

That is the very point I am

Yes; that is what T am

your duty to extend credit,” let us say, “ to those who are pro-
ducing food, and your duty to refuse credit or at least any ad-
ditional credlt and draw down a little of what you have ex-
tended to those who are engaging in nonessential business and
who want the money for nonessential things.” Does the Sen-
ator agree with me?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do.

Mr. NORRIS. If they have that power, then it seems to me
that if they would exercise it, to a great extent it would reniedy
the condition, would it not?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That was my impression.

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I would like to
relate an actual interview I had with a farmer on this very
point. A man whom I have known for nearly 20 years, who
wiag operating quite a large farm, engaged in the raising of
wheat and corn and hogs and cattle, in a locality where it is
necessary to use a great deal of fertilizer, came into my office
a few weeks ago and was talking about the situation, and
about this order of the Federal Reserve Board.

He told me that several weeks ago he went to his bank and
tried to borrow $500 for the purpose of buying fertilizer, which
the Senator will realize is one of the things the farmers have
to do now, and they have to wait until thelr crop is marketed
before they pay for it.

It is a credit which is very common at this time of the year
where they use fertilizer, and it is very desirable for the
good of the whole country that it should be extended. Not-
withstanding the fact that the banker said the farmer was
good, and I know personally that he was perfectly good, they
declined to allow him anything, and told him that on account
of the Federal reserve efforts to curtail loans and draw in and
contract in all directjons they could not let him have anything.

He was a little suspicious of it, felt that it was not quite
right; he wanted to try it out and test the program. So he
drove around to an automobile dealer in the same town, whom
he knew very well and who knew him very well, and he said
to the automobile man, “ My automobile is gefting old and I
ought to get a new automobile. I would like to talk with you
about it.” g

The automobile man said, “All right.” He showed him an
.automobile, looked his old machine over, and told him how
much he would allow him for it. Then the farmer said to
him, *“ Well, T have not got the cash. I will have to walit
until I harvest my crop in reality, so that I would have to
buy it on time.” The auntomobile man said, “ That is all right.
Your note is perfectly good. Give me your note and take out
the new machine.”

Then he said to the dealer, “ Do you do that with every-
body?” He said, “I do that with everybody who is good. I
recognize that your note is good, and I do that with anyone
awhose note is as good as yours.” The farmer said, “Are you
able to carry all of us who want new automobiles? "

He said, * Oh, no;. I could not carry any of you, but I will
take your note to the bank as soon as I get it and get cash
on it.”

Of course, in reality the farmer did not want to buy an
automobile, and he left the dealer; but he concluded, and it
seems to me he reached the logical conclusion, that in some
way, somewhere, this was worked so that if a man wanted to
borrow money for the purpose of increasing production and
helping to decrease the cost of living he could not get it, but
if he wanted to buy something which was manufactured and
handled and owned by a business man, if he wanted to buy a
new automobile fm a joy ride, he coztld get all the money he
wanted.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, every man
here knows that the most timid thing in the world is money,
and everybody= knows that when the Federal Reserve Board
sent out notice that the banks must retrench they knew whe
would have to retrench. When they were required to reduce
their line of credit, everything moving along the line of least
resistance, whose line of credit would they first reduce?

Mr, NORRIS. Now, let me interrupt the Senator further
with this illustration. Is there any doubt, in the judgment
of the Senator, that under the law as it stands now they could
have issued an order so that the banker would have run the
risk of not being able to get any credit if he loaned to the man
who wanted to buy an automobile, but would have no diffi-
culty whatever in rediscounting his paper if he loaned to a man
who wanted to buy fertilizer?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I think not, Mr. President.
The fact of the business is this, that in the attempt to lower
the cost of living they have done two things, one to raise the
rate of interest, so as to make borrowing as unenticing as
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possible; and the other is to absolutely refuse loans, as they:
say, on certain characters of business.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. StErLiNe in the clmir) |
Does the Senator yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. I might recite an experience I myself had the
other day with a loan in New York, which does not altogether
substantiate the fact that this is the only class of loans which
are being denied.

I will say to the Senator that I indorsed the note of a
certain business man—a thing which I do not do very often—
for $56,000. The other day the note fell due, and there was
no extension on any part of it. It had to be paid that day, no
matter what sacrifices might have to be made, and it was paid..
These calls of loans are not only made in the case of the farmer,
but every business man in the United States is suffering from
the calling of loans now. When you see advertisements in the
papers of a cut of from 25 to 33% per cent in prices in order to
induce the purchase of merchandise, you may put it down im-
mediately that it is because loans held by the merchants have
been ealled by the banks. There is an extension of credit
beyond what they claim they ought to give.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The purpose for which I
call the attention of the Senate to this matter is that it does
seem to me that this body of men do not clearly differentiate’
between artificial production and natural production. The arti-
ficial producer is a manufacturer. He has control of his sea-
sons, he has control of his output. At the end of every 12 or 24
hours he has a commercial asset to meet his commercial lia-
bilities in producing that asset. If danger threatens his busi-
ness, he can instantly begin to retrench; he can gauge the crop
he is going to produce to the pound or the yard, and the quality
of it, and he can control the price of -it; while the natural
producer, the man who furnishes your table and mine with the
bread and meat that we eat, must assume for six months lia-
bilities that he is morally and legally bound to meet and then'
depend upon conditions outside of himself and beyond his con-
trol as to the guality and the quantity of the thing that he
produces. In addition to that he has no voice in the price of
the produet.

So that in the spring, when he has contracted for all his high-
priced fertilizer, all his high-priced implements to cultivate his
farm, when he has contracted for his high-priced labor to help
cultivate it, he has assumed a liability that he must meet,
while over the assets that he produces he has no control with
reference either to guantity or guality or price.

Now, in this day of readjustment, in the spring of 1920, the
farmers of this country are called upon to produce foodstufls
to meet the fearful shortage not only in America but in the
world. What is happening right now? I have a letter in my
pocket that I wish to read, which will give some intimation as
to the condition of affairs, It is from one of the best farmers
in my State. I read:

MY Dear SENATOR: You are probahly familiar with t]m action of the
Federal Reserve Board in shuttin %[‘ott loans and refusing to rediscount
Eaper for the mnational banks, his situation will prove quite em-

arrassing to farmers and nthm as well who are depending on the
and pay for labor. Our labor is
already short and demnndmg wages, and we can not hope to hold
them unless we are able to pay em promptly for their work. If there
St B gt A TR E&f"&‘é‘fh‘i“’gﬁ; ey et B 2
{ombnrrasged by the present situation. it g

Mr. KING. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. KING. If I understand the leiter which the Senator has
just read, the complaint seems to be that the Federal Reserve
Board, if it has not discriminated in the discounting of paper,
at least has refused to encourage the making of loans to farm-
ers and has refused to take farmers' paper when transmitted:
by the member bank making the loan upon that paper.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I think in order to be fair
to the Federal reserve bank——

Mr. KING. I wish to know if that is being done.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Noj; I think it is not. The
Yederal reserve bank in its zeal to deflate—and if I had the
time this afternoon I should like to discuss the misnomer of
what we-call inflation—in order to bring about deflation and
in order to lower the cost of living, is desirous that the pro-
ductive elements in the country shall receive all the assistance
that they can while the nonessentials and nonproductive in-
‘dustries shall be curtailed. But when they send out a blanket
request that the banks of the country shall retrench and shall
lessen their lines ‘of credit, the banks are going to use their

banks for m to buy su

'discretion, and it is not likely if Mr. A. is engaged in a non-

essential produoetion and has vast wealth and vast resources and
has kept a big balance in the bank from year to year that he
| is going to be called upon to remove his note in this emer-
gency, while the farmer who has no resources save the little
crop that he may have on hand or the prospect of making one
will be the first man to feel this tightening of credit.

It is for that reason that I am making this plea. A banker
down in my State who is required to retrench necessarily
looks around to see where he can do it with the greatest amount
of thrift to himself, and the consequence is that he eliminates
those lines of credit that to him are not gilt-edged ,and better
for him as a banker.

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr.
for a question?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. McCORMICK. When would the Senator bhave the de-
flation begin? To what time would he postpone it?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I would not postpone de-
flation at all, but I would certainly have an absolute unmis-
takable utterance from the Federal Reserve Board and some
practical method suggested by them by which deflation would
be taken along lines that would not jeopardize the fullest
production of the necessaries of life in this country. I think
they are like Paul said about the Jews. I think they use the
zeal of God, but not according to knowledge. They ought to
have some plan and put into operation some plan that would
absolutely be practicable in retrenching along lines that would
not reflect disastrously in the matter of production.

Mr, McCORMICK. Precisely. I am agreed with the Senator,
Along what line would he have them proceed?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. They seem to have the power
under section 4 and under an amendment which was placed on
the Federal reserve law some six weeks or two months ago. I
think the Senator will recall the amendment. I intended to
have something to say about that amendment, how in its very
workings, if applied to any considerable section, it woéuld re-
sult disastrously on notes, drafts, or bills issued for agricul-
tural purposes, because right now in the spring, when farmers
want to pay off in cash—and you can not get your help on credit,
but Saturday night you must pay, and you must meet your cash
payments for fertilizers and implements, and you must discount
your notes in order to get that cash—what is going fo be the
result if, in this general deflation, the bank says, * Our line of
credit is exhausted and we are called upon to retrench, and we
can not accommodate you.” Then what about production in
this country? .

Mr, McCORMICK. Do I understand the Senator, then, to
agree that the Reserve Board should exercise its influence to
induce a restriction of credits now employed in the production
of things not necessary lo the life of the’ country and its

people

Mr. SMIT}I of South Carolina. I do; and then get a practi-
cal rule by which, in trying to do that, they do not destroy the
essential production of the country.

Mr. McCORMICK. Then, does not the Senator believe that
the conference held by the Reserve Board some two weeks ago
ought to have been held some three months ago, in order to
mobolize the credits to move the crops this year?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I wish to state that the thing
that alarms me now is this. My attention was called to this
illustration, as it was an actual case in hand:

A merchant in a little village, my home, had contracted for
supplies for the farmers. The tobacco crop will soon be moving.

President, will the Senator yield

| He wanted to lay in a supply against the harvesting and sale

of the tobacco crop. He went to the bank to get his note dis-
counted to meet the payments, the 30 or 60 day discounts, and
he could not get a penny. The farmers were diversifying, under
the advice of the Agricultural Department, in order to meet the
ravages of the boll weevil in the planting of tobacco. Here is this
merchant prepared to help them in food and in sustaining their
needs in the way of extending credit, but when he goes to the
bank he can not get a penny. Why?

It was because the psychologicnl etfect of this move to restrict
panics is sweeping the country, and the most timid thing in
commercial life is the cash, and when there is the least danger
of its power being restricted it seeks cover. The Federal Re-
serve Board should see to it that there is issued not only a
request, but they shounld work out some plan by which the banks
of the country will be encouraged to lend as liberally as possible
to the producers of the coumtry at the lowest possible rate of
interest.

The men upon whom we are depending to feed and clothe the
country are the men who know the least about banking and
have the least credit. Unless we give them to understand
now in the spring of 1920 that the high cost of the fertilizer
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which they buy, the high cost of wages that they have paid,
the high cost of the implements that they have to buy will be
taken care of as nearly as can be by the banks extending them
loans, we need not be surprised if the farmer retrenches and
says, “I will only plant so much as will take care of me and
mine.” He is a human being,

What kind of a business man would you call him if in this
springtime he were to buy all that is necessary in order to pro-
duee his crop and compete in the market for labor to gather
that crop, and then under this impulse and drive of the banking
institutions of the country to drive things down he would know
that in the fall, when he goes to capitalize his assets to repay for
these things bought at the peak, that he may be left, as he has
heretofore been left, with the privilege of going back and making
another erop without any profit?

Mr. KING. Mr, President

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina.
Utah.

Mr. KING. I was talking with a banker some weeks ago,
and he stated that credit was being denied to agriculturists
where it ought to be extended, and he insisted that the agricul-
turists of the United States had been so prosperous that ninety-
nine out of every hundred of them needed no loans from banks
in order to finance their operations or to aid them in planting
or removing their crops. I should like to ask the Senator, be-
cause he is familiar with agricultural conditions in the United
States, as much, perhaps, as any man in the Senate, whether
or not that condition described by that banker is correct?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. No.

Mr. KING. Or whether or not their condition is such that
they need credit now and need money from the banks in order
to carry on their usual spring operations?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Why, that answers itself.
There may be here and there one or two who have sufficient to
take care of themselves, but the great rank and file of the farm-
ers to-day feel like they are rich because they have been able to
pay themselves one time out of debt, but they have nothing
ahead.

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this fact: There
goes out an order from the bank that we must retrench in all
lines, and a merchant is called and he has to meet his 30 or 60
day paper and therefore can not get the discount. What does
he do?

Every Senator here knows that practically all other business
outside of agriculture is organized—perhaps not all but the
bulk of it is organized. So whenever a merchant loses on a bill
of goods he charges that loss on to the next bill, and thus
recoups himself. Whenever you raise the interest to 7 per cent,
when a merchant has been paying 5 per cent, he charges the
extra 2 per cent on the shirt which he sells you and the shoes
which he sells me. If there comes a loss to him by virtue of
some one stealing something from him, he has the privilege of
distributing it here and there over his goods, and so recoups
himself for the loss. From what can the farmer recoup when
he ineurs a loss? It is impossible and impracticable for him,
particularly so far as the great staple crops of the country are
concerned, to fix the price of the produet which he sells. If he
could do so, I should not be on the floor of the Senate this
afternoon pleading for the people Syho feed and clothe this
country. They have no power to control the prices of that
which we eat and that which we wear, which they produce.

‘When a bank raises the rate of interest, when the manipulator
of the prices of his product puts those prices down, where does
he recoup? He recoups by taking his children out of school,
and thereby inereasing the illiteracy of the country; he recoups
by taking the conveniences out of his home and foregoing those
things which make civilized life pleasant and happy; he re-
coups by taking up the burden of poverty and ignorance, and
roing back once again to mother earth to produce more bread
and more meat, more food for the people.

The time is coming—I hope and trust that it is here now—
when the agriculturists of this country shall demand a square
deal in this important matter., When the rate of interest is
raised, do you suppose the merchant is going to lose anything
by it? How long would he stay in business if he did? Do yon
suppose the banker is going to lose anything by it? How long
would he be in the banking business if he did so? Do you
suppese the wholesaler, the retailer, or the jobber is going to
lose one penny by it? They each charge it up in the price of
the article which they have to sell, in the shape of money or
merchandise, while the producer of the raw material is the man
from ‘whom it is ultimately extracted. Hence to-day, with
every . vocation and avocation save agriculture overrun with
labor and paying labor fabulous prices, the farmer is unable to
secure labor with which to cultivate the fields of America,

I yield to the Senator from

a]thdough upon his activity and industry our prosperity de-
pends,

Mr. President, I am standing here this afternoon to say that
the last amendment which we passed to the banking and eur-
rency law giving the Federal Reserve Board the power to restrict
the amount of paper which a member bank may discount to a
percentage of the capital and surplus of that bank, and when
that percentage is exhausted then to gradually increase the rate
of irterest, will operate, as it is now operating, to restrict the
necessary credit and capital necessary to the industrial and
agricultural centers of the country, and, in my opinion, will
work a disaster that can not be calculated.

Under the law as heretofore administered a member bank
was not restricted to its capital and surplus, but if it accepted
a certain kind of paper it could accommodate those who were
developing agriculture and the necessary industries almost
without limit. Now, under the amendment of the law every
bank ecan, with the approval of the board, be restricted, so far as
credits are concerned, to an amount equal to its capital and sur-
plus, and when it has gone beyond that be subjected to a pro-
gressive and graduated tax that may make a loan prohibitive.

Mr. KING, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do.

Mr. KING. If is some time since I looked at the figures
which show the number of State banks and private institutions
that are in operation and the number of banks that belong to
the Federal Reserve System, but my recollection is that the num-
ber of banks connected with the Federal Reserve System greatly
exceed all other banks and organizations engaged in the loaning
of money, What I want to ask the Senator from South Caro-
lina is whether or not the action of the Federal Reserve Board
in restricting loans, particularly as their action affects the agri-
cultural interests, will not lead to an increase in the number of
State banks? .

Furthermore, I should like to ask the Senator whether or not,
in view of the action of the Federal Reserve Board, State banks
are not attempting more and more to care for their agricultural
customerg? Does the Senator know to what extent State banks
are caring for such customers and whether or not their resources
enable them to meet, or substantially to meet, the imperative
needs of the agriculturists of the United States?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I will state, Mr. President,
that if the policy which is being at present pursued by the
Federal Reserve Board were to continue, I think it wopld mean
the decimation of the system; that the member banks would
withdraw from the system, because the enticement heretofore
which has called such banks into the Federal Reserve System,
in my opinion, has been the privilege of almost unlimited credit,
or at least credit limited to the general resources of the entire
system and not to the particular member bank. If their borrow-
ing capacity and their banking capacity are going to be limited
to their capital and surplus, what inducement is there for them
to enter the system? Why should they not stay out of it?

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Is it not also true, certainly in the
South, that in the rural sections the State banks are not large
banks?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is true.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And that they depend, in great meas-
ure, upon the national banks of the cities to loan them money ;
so when you cut off the supply of the large national banks of
the cities you have taken away from the small State banks théir
power of making loans?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is true.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Furthermore this is true: Many
such banks before the inauguration of the present Federal bank-
ing and currency system had associations with banks in New
York City and other large centers from which they borrowed,
but since the inauguration of this system they have borrowed
from the national banks in their own principal cities; they have
given up their arrangements with the eastern centers, and are
not borrowing there; and now this cutting off of the national
banks throughout the country, especially outside of the great
centers, will take away from the banks in the rural sections
almost their entire opportunity of obtaining credit and advancing
the necessary funds to their rural constituents, ;

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. One of the characteristic dif-
ferences, one that is fundamental and should be maintained be-
tween the present system and the old system, is the decentraliz-
ing and liberalizing of loans and credits. Under the old system




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1999

the commerce of the country was largely dependent upon the im-
pulse and eaprice of a few leading bankers in one great city.
Whenever they saw fit to extend a loan it eould be extended;
at what rate of interest was left to their sweet will. Under the
Federal reserve law we attempted and sueceeded in getting an
impartial body of men who had no interest save the development
of the resources of the Nation along safe lines, and gave them the
power to determine what should be the character of the paper
that should be hypothecated for the issuance .of Federal reserve
notes. The country responded in a manner that is startling.

I have here in my desk a report from the Comptroller of
the Currency, which shows that within the seven years of the
operation of the Federal reserve banks the banking resources
of the national banks of the South increased 900 per cent, their
resources having increased $590,000,000 more than they increased
from 1863 to 1913. The banking resources of the national banks on
the western coast within the seven-year period increased 1,300 per
cent, while the resources of the New England banks increased
108 per cent, those of the Northern States 300 per cent, and those
of the Middle West 300 per cent, proving conclusively to the
student of economies that under the old inflexible banking and
currency system the great cities of the North and East, having
the capital of this country in their hands and selling money,
had exhausted the resources of the other sections, so that when
money was decentralized, the basis of credit changed, and the
actual wealth of the country and not bonds and gold became
the basis of a cirenlating medium, those sections whose develop-
ment had been arrested by virtue of the lack of a flexible sys-
tem responded marvelously to the new impulse. -

The South with her enormous resources, but with no capital
by which she could put them into operation, responded nine
times over; the far West, new, undeveloped, and liberated from
the thraldom of the money kings, responded to the extent of
1,300 per cent; but in the eastern section, where they had bar-
tered and sold the lifeblood of the United States, the banking
resources only responded to the extent of 108 per cent; proving
that this very system has developed this country beyond the
dreams of those who framed it.

Now, when the test is on, when the country is crying for
bread and for meat, when the fields are being left fallow, is
it wisdom on our part so to administer the law as to put us
practically in the same position as we were under the old law
of 1863 and put into the hands of a few men the power to say
to one, * come,” and he cometh, and to another, “ go,” and he
goeth; and to one section of the country * prosper,” and allow
another section to dwindle and die for the want of the life-giv-
ing blood of money?

I am pleading here to-day for that class of people who ean
not influence the banking jugglers except by the soup house
and the free kitchen, and, by the help of God, they will influence
them ; their time is coming.

Mr KING and Mr. McCUMBER addressed the Chair,

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. 1 yield to the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. KING. Does the Senator from
.ask a question?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. McCUMBER. Admitting everything the Senator has
said to be true, what on earth has that got to do with the
case of—

Laura A. Moorhead, widow of Samuel Moorhead, late of Seventh Bat-
tery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I would rather pension the
poor devil that is out on the farm, making bread and meat for
the American people to eat at this time, than to pension some
one who happens to be the beneficiary of a soldier.

Mr. McCUMBER. - So would I; but I think we would do more
for him if we would get through \\1th the bill that is before the
Senate at the present time.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I just want to
state to the Senator that, in my opinion, this is a matter of
such prime importance that I felt that I should be derelict in
iny duty if I sat silent when I heard amd read these appeals
for help that are being made every day. There is no legislation
that I know of that we can pass; but we can at least let the
country know that we do appreciate the cry for help of those
upon whose shoulders rests the feeding and the clothing of
this great country, and we ought to serve notice on the bankers
of this country that we demand that every legitimate credit
shall be extended to those who produce the agricultural prod-
ucts of this country, so as to enable them to maintain a price
that will edueate their children, put carpets on their floors and

North Dakota desire to

pictures on their walls, and let them know that the country
that eats their food at least appreciates the source from which
its bread and meat come. That is the plea I am making.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, I should like to inguire of the
Senator whether or not, in his opinion, in the administration
of the law, the Federal Reserve Board would have the right
to diseriminate in favor of a section or a class where the ma-
terial welfare of such section or such class is inseparably bound
up with the welfare and prosperity of the entire people; or is
the rule so ironclad and so inflexible that they must place
every vietim upon the same bed, Preoerustean in chiraecter, and
cut him off if he is too long or lengthen him if he is too short?
What is their discretionary power with a view to advancing
the real and substantial welfare of the people and of the
country ?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. It is unlimited. The bill to
which I refer, and especially the last amendment that was
passed, to which I objected and still object, gives them the power
to fix the normal rate, as they call it, so low that when they
progress and graduate the tax from time to time, before it be-
‘came prohibitive, the bank would have borrowed maybe two or
three times its capital and surplus; but I am informed that in
some States, in one State in particular, they have fixed the
normal rate at the usury rate in that State, so that, if that be
true, they ean not discount a dollar’s worth of paper.

Mr, President, I want there to be no misunderstanding of
the position I have taken this afternoon. To sum it up, I be-
lieve that the producers of the necessities of life in this country
should be given to understand by the Government now, as far
as it can do it in accordance with the genius of our Govern-
ment, and by the bankers and financiers of this country, that
they will be protected in every legitimate way so as to insure
their receiving a profitable return for that sine qua non, the
bread and meat of this country and the clothes of this conntry,
and that though retrenchment and deflation may be necessary,
that retrenchment and deflation shall be along those lines that
will help the producer rather than hurt him; that the line of
cleavage shall be clearly made between the essential and the
nonessential, and that the most important fact should not be
lost sight of that he, having incurred obligations at the very
height of the market, shall be given the privilege of disposing of
this erop at a price that will at least give him a reasonable
profit.

The producer has no place upon which to charge off his loss
and recoup himself. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Branpecee] asked me if he went into the market and competed
and paid these high prices, and he was protected in getting a
profit on them, when might we ever hope for the prices to come
down? I answer him that the present crop has already been
pitched upon the peak of high prices, and, so far as the raw
material is concerned, the American people may not and should
not expect any reduction in the cost of the raw material pro-
duced this year; but if the proper care is taken when another
spring comes on and another crop is projected, then, with the
lowering of the price of those things that the producer must
have, he can lower pari passu the things that he produces under
those conditions. %

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I know that the Senator
did not intend to misquote me, but I think he drew a wrong
inference from what I said some time ago. What I asked was,
if agricultural labor on the farm was increased In its wage so
as to make the position attractive as against that of the city
laborer, who was paid three times as much, how a reduction in
agricultural prices would ever come about?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is a different proposi-
tion. Of course it could never come under those conditions.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I did not intend to criticize the Senator
at all. *

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. No; I understand thoroughly,
because I think the Senator from Connecticut, together with all
other Senators in this Chamber, realizes the peculiar disadvan-
tage at which the producers of the raw materials—the farm-
ers—are at this particular time. The putting out of a general
statement that we must curtail our loans without emphasizing
and putting into operation a rule by which that eurtailment
shall not affeet production is nffecting it, It is affecting it
disastrously.

Farmers are to-day wondering what is to become of them,
having incurred this vast volume of debt, if the banks refuse
credit and they are not enabled to distribute their production over
a period of time which will enable them to get the best market
price, but must be forced to put their stuff on the market to
meet the obligations incurred in producing it. Any rational
man who has a family to support will not take any such chance,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?
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Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I yield.

Mr. KING. I will ask the Senator what ought to be done
in order to meet an exigency such as that to which I will call
his attention? :

I received this morning a telegram from some of the woel-
growers of the West. As the Senator knows, they have pro-
duced their wool crop, to use his expression, at the peak of high
prices. Labor has been high. All of the products and commodi-
ties utilized in the production of the wool have been exceedingly
high. They have been compelled to borrow to carry their sheep
over and to carry on their business during the winter months
until they realized from the sale of their wool and the sale of
their lambs in the spring. : . :

The banks now are denying them credit, or at least they are
curtailing the eredit to such an extent that they are greatly
embarrassed, and the wool buyers in the Hast decline to make
advances, because they contend that their capacity to borrow
is restricted. The result of it is that these woolen men—and the
same applies to the cattlemen—are going to meet with serious
financial losses unless something is done immediately to amelio-
rate the condition and to afford them relief. Can the Senater
suggest some policy to be pursued by the Government or by the
banks which will prevent this great catastrophe which threatens
to overwhelm an industry so important to the development and
the prosperity of the country?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I think that the ecattle
growers and the wheat growers should be given to understand
now that no such condition as the Senator has deseribed would
be tolerated a minute, and that the ecredit subtracted from a
nonessential would be immediately placed at their disposal,
to give them encouragement to go on with the production of
meat and clothing for this country.

As I said a moment ago, Mr. President, I believe that the
Federal Reserve System is trying to do its part to bring about
a normal condition. As I heard one illustrate it, if you ‘want
to lower a house youn can put jackscrews under it and let it go
down gradually and in a proper manner, and you still have
your house when you have it lowered. But if you attempt to
lower it from the top with a sledge hammer you can lower it
all right, but when you get it lowered you have not any house.

You are not going to deflate the currency in any radical man-
ner or by the autocratic will of any set of men. You have to
deflate the currency as the law of supply and demand and the
delicate adjustment of commerce indicates you can do it safely.
A false principle wrought into our life is going to work itself
out in disaster, and no wholesale order from any man or set
of men can do other than jeopardize the welfare of this coun-
try or plunge us into a panic. I am pleading for those who are
going to be the first affected, those whose failure will first
affect us.

In conelusion, I repeat, that we may not be mistaken, we
should not mistake a plethora of money for a plethora of wealth.
The two are as widely different as a gold dollar is from a
biscuit. When there are plenty of biscuits you can buy them
with a gold dollar, but you can not, when you have not any
biscuits, eat the gold dollar.

So that wisdom would teach us to make just as much of the
necessities of life with the agency of the dollar as possible, so
that it will be as it is intended to be, a simple representative of
wealth, and not make the mistake of considering that it is
wealth.

Mr. President, I have said about all I care to say this after-
noon on this question. I want the financial interests of this
country to give the producers of the country to understand that
in the midst of this, the most wonderful financial prosperity
this country has ever seen, those who produce the necessaries
of life shall be amply taken care of and be given priority in
every loan which is essential for their welfare.

Mr, DIAL. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHEPPARD in the chair),
The Secretary will eall the roll

The Reading Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ball Keyes Phelan Sutherland
Brandegee MecCumber Phipps Thomas
Chamberlain MecNary Sgej;ggard Underwood
Dial Nelson 8 , Ga. Wadsworth
Edge New Smith, Md.

Gerry Norris Smith, 8. C.

Kenyon Page Smoot

Mr, GERRY. I wish to announce the absence of the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. PoumereNE] and the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. BeckuaMm] on official business. ] j

Mr. McNARY. I desire to announce the absence of the Sena-
tor from Washington [Mr. Joxes], the Senator from Louisiana

[Mr. Raxspery], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Sia-

MoNSs], and the Senator from New York [Mr. Carper] on official |

business,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Twenty-five Senators have
answered to their names. A quornm is not present. The
Secretary will call the names of the absent Senators.

The Reading Clerk called the names of the absent Senators,

and Mr, Dicranemas, Mr, Harmis, Mr. LENroor, Mr. NUGEST,
Mr. OvErman, Mr. RoBinNsows, Mr, SpENcER, Mr. SwanNsow, Mr,
TowxseND, and Mr. WaLsHe of Massachusetts answered to their
names when called. ‘ !

Mr. Carper, Mr. Capper, Mr. Kine, Mr. Cuvrris, and Mr.
SHIELDS entered the Chamber and answered to their names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum is not present. What is the pleasure
of the Senate?

Mr. KENYON. I move that the Sergeant at Arms be directed
to request the attendance of absent Senators.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms will ex-
ecute the order of the Senate.

Mr. Wazgex, Mr. Reep, Mr. Cort, Mr. FErNALD, Mr, JoNES of
Washington, Mr. Simamons, Mr. Ransperr, Mr. Fraxce, Mr.
Hazrrisox, and Mr. McKELLaR entered the Chamber and an-
swered to their names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators have answered
to the roll call. A quorum is present. The Secretary will con-
tinue the reading of the amendment reported frem the Com-

-mittee on Pensions.

The reading of the amendment was continued to line 18,
page T4, :

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry, if I may
have the attention of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc-
Cumeer]. I wish to submit at the proper stage one or two mo-
tions to amend the amendment and to strike out certain items.
I do not want it to be considered that by waiting until the con-
clusion of the reading of the amendment I have waived the
offering of those amendments so that I shall have to move a re-
eonsideration.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator can safely allow the
reading to go on until we get through and then have a vote on
one or more items, as he desires.

Mr. KING. I do not wish unnecessarily to delay the reading.

Mr. McCUMBER. Personally, I will consent to that.

Mr. KING. I have no objection that the reading may be con-
cluded. [

The reading of the amendment was concluded, it being, on
page 1, after line 5, to strike out:

The f John J. late of Co A,

Wl.acon:tanm% u?u.nt‘gelEl In.fanxgtyf' &;da ponx mﬁpﬁnﬁmmgﬁmnegmg
$30 per mdhth in Heu of that he is now receiﬂnf.

The name of Patrick Collins, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40
per month in lien of that he is now recei

The name of Robert Sutor, late of Company I, First Regiment Vir-
ginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in leu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Mary J. Van Denbergh, widow of Jacob Van Den

late of Company D, One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York

‘Voltiﬂteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per
month,

The name of Willlam A. Wilson, late of Comf:ny F, One hundred and
forty-eighth Hegiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of %50 c{:ner month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nane? & rk, widow of Thomas J, Clark, late of Com-
pany K, Ope hundred and eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

e name of Jane chahonﬁ widow of Matthew MecMahon, late of
Company D, Second ent New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 %er month,

The name of Zora Hockman, helpless and dependent daughter of
Aaron Hockman, late of Company F, %lighnnﬁrst Regiment Indiana Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of William D, Dennison, late of Company H enty-ninth
Regg.m&nt Obio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensfon at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelviné.

The name of Callle B, Boatright, widow of John T. Boatright, late of
Company A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $25 Per month,

he name of George T, Baldwin, helpless and dependent son of Wil-
llam L, Baldwin, late of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Phebe E. C. Priestley, late an Army nurse, and pay her
a 1pensicm at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
celving. :

The name of J'amea'Wamnx? late of Compa? B, Thirty-seventh Regl-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month. -

he name of Ferdinand Lambert, helpless and dependent son of
Andrew Lambert, late of Company A, First Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,
payable to a du&appﬂiuted guardian or conservator.

Re name of Catharine Maconaughay, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of James Maconaughay, late of Company G, Two hundred and h
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of §20 per month in lieu of that she Is now receiving,
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The name of Charles W. Smith, late of Company H, First Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantr{. and pay him a pension at the rate of
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of anthla R. Osgood, former widow of Joseph Rudler, late
of Company G, Sixty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. !

The name of Jesse A. Smith, helpless and dependent son of Willlam
Smith, late of Com y I, Phelps ssourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay
bhim a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of George W. Hollenbank, late of Company A, One hundred
and eighty-ninth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now ving.

The name of Mary A, Slack, widow of Magnus D, Slack, late of Com-
pany K, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a lpgnsl(m at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of Franklin Harrod, late of Battery C, Kentucky Volunteer
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per month in
lieu of that he is now receiving

The name of Eva McNett, former widow of Jacob B. MeNett, late
assistant surgeon, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters,
and pay her a?enslo at the rate of $25 ‘Sler month,

The name of Samuel Bainter, late of Company C, Eleventh Ile]lz_imcnt
Ohin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Annie J. Page, widow of George W. Page, late of inde-
pendent company, Dennison (Guard, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Thomas J. O'Harra, late of Comgange B, Twenty-first
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Seventeenth Regi-
ment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month In llen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry Lecdom, late of Company G, One hundred and
thirty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in len of that he is now receiving.

The name of Willlam A, Middleton, late of Company B, Elghtieth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Acton, former widow of John Quinn, late of
Company B, Tenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Amanda B. Birch, widow of J. J. C. Birch, late acting
medical cadet, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $25 per month,

The name of John Wilson, late of Company D, Third Regiment Ken-
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Rebeeca Horine, widow of George M. Horine, late of
Company I, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and £plu? her a pension at the rate of §25 per month.

The name of Bertha Blanch Weimer, helpless and dependent daughter
of John B. Weimer, late of Company ¥, Ninety-ninth Regiment Penn-
sylvun!ut:olnnteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of James Robison, late of Company B, Ninety-fourth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lieu of that he 1s now receiving.

The name of Ezra Shanks, late of ComPnn C, Pifty-first Reglment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company F, venth Regiment United
States ‘;glunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

The name of Sibria Armstrong, former widow of James M. Lawrence
late of Company I, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted
Infantry, and pay herea Fenslon at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of David Hahn, late of Comrpany , One hundred and
twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alice West, help and dependent daughter of Sylvester
. West, late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment
Uhioth\f'oluntcer Infantry, a}!d pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Stephen H. Leonard, late of Company A, First Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that is now receiving.

The name of Max J. Alwens, late of Company E, One hundred and
sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
clon at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he i now receiving.

The name of Colbert Ratliff, late of Company D, Thirty-ninth Regi-
ment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $050 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Edmond ilarve% late of Company A, Ninety-seventh
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month, :

The name of Sarah J. Bates, widow of Geor, Bates, late of Com-
nany H, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her n pension at the rate of $25 per month, .

The name of Joseph R. Lawson, late of Company J, First Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month.

The name of Mar{
of Company C, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a ?ension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of George W, Willard, late of Company Tenth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Johanna anlin% former widow of Owen Garvey, late
of Company D, Seventy-fourth Hegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving: Provided, That In the event of the death of John
Garvey, helpless and dependent son of said Owen Garvey, the addi-
tional pension herein granted shall cease and_ determine: Provided
further, That in the event of the death of Johanna Dowling the
name of said John Garvey shall be placed on the pension roll, sub-
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
of 3210 per month from and after the date of death of said Johanna
Dowling. .

The name of Emma Park, helpless and deflendent daughter of James
A. Park, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Geo Milton Frye, late of Company Second Regl-
ment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $§40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

F. Lake, former widow of Joshua W. Lake. late

The name of Isabella Gruver, widow of James A. Gruver, late of
Comfznr C, Tenth Retgiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of Elizabeth I. E. Duffield, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of Thomas A. Duffield, late of Company B, Second Regiment Cali-
fornia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Ellen Dridge, former widow of Franklin ITart, late of
Company H, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

‘'he name of Mary L. Drake, former widow of John Herrington, late
of Company M, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Ileavy Artillery,
and pay her atpension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth 8., Van Pelt, former widow of Gaines Brock,
late of Company G, Fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 ?er month,

The name of Lilllan S, Dodds, widow of James Dodds, late second
lientenant of Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Rhode Island Colored
Vo!untee{h Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25
per month.

The name of ITarriet E. Ritter, widow of Austin Ritter, late of Com-
pany G, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Levi Welch, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-
fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lazarus W. Johnson, late of Company K, Second Regi-
ment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth A. Tuttle, widow of Henry G. Tuttle, late of
Company E, Forty-first Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Elizabeth A. Pease, widow of Dallas M. Pease, late of
Company A, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer ITeavy Artillery,
and pay her a})enslon at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Emily N. Wellman, widow of Norman Wellman, late of
Company A, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
nsion at the rate of $30 per month. :

he name of Benjamin Jackson, late of Company B, First Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lounisa Mawhiney, widow of William 1. Mawhiney, late
of Company B, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer State Militia
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of
that she i3 now receivln%: Provided, That in the event of the death of
John H. Mawhiney, heipless and dependent son of said William I,
Mawhiney, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine: Provided further, That in the event of the death of Louisa
Mawhiney, the name of said John H. Mawhiney shall be placed on the
pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death
of said Louisa Mawhiney.

The name of Emma L. Lindsay, widow of David A. Lindsay, alias
James D. Hamel, late of Company M, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Zachariah Allbaugh, late of Company C, Seventy-sixth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now reoeivinf.‘

The name of Harriett Jordan, widow of Lindsey Jordan, late of
Company D, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at-the rate of 32.’:7Per month.

The name of Cora B. Kelley, widow of James Kelley, late of Company
C, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the.rate of $25 per month.

The name of Julia A. Marugg, widow of Bimon Marugg, late of
Company B, Sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her 1aip-:-m;im at the rate of $35 per mgnth in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Adelia Mae Lee, widow of James E. Lee, late of Com-
pany D, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Maggie Dona Lloyd, helpless and dependent daughter
of Joseph Llogd. late of Company C, First Regiment Tennessee Volun-
teer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Israel Boyer, alias George Johnson, late of Company C,

hth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of Oscar W. Miller, helpless and dependent son of Abraham
Miller, late of Company A, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana
Volmlufeer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month.

The name of Frank Haight, helpless and dependent son of Frederick G.
Haight, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Michigan Veolunteer
Infantry, and Company K, First Reglment Veteran Reserve Corps, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is
now receiving. 1

The name of James B. Smith, late of Company H, Forty-second Regi-
ment Ohlo Volunteér Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of George H, Bowman, helpless and dependent son of
Abraham Bowman, late of Company C, One hundred and ninety-seconid
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer nmntrg. and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 per month in lien of that is now recelving.

The name of Jessie G. Gilman, helpless and dependent daughter of
Elbridge P. Gilman, late of Troop G, Fifth Regiment United States
Volunteer Cua!r{&_nnd Da{ her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of William H. Sumption, late of Company E, Eleventh
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Virginia Zachary, widow of John Zachary, late of Com-

ny C, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay
E:r a pension at the rate of $25 per month. =

The name of Samuel Pryor, late of Company B, Thirteenth Regiment
Marylang.h?nlnnteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Jane M. Henderson, widow of Henry W. Ienderson, late
of Company I, SBeventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

e name of Joseph Buckle, late of Company E, Second Regiment
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.
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him a pension
ow_recelvin,

£
D, Fremont Body
im a pension

Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the
United States Colored Voluuteer Infantry, and pay him a pennlon at the
he nam of Company
and eig‘hty—ﬁith Regiment Ohio \'olnuteer Intnnt
nningham, helpless and dependent son of
Moses B, Cunnin
The name of Margaret A, Plank, widow of George W. Plnnk, late of
he name of Emaline C. Lindner, helpless nnd dependent daughter
month in lien of that she is now receiving.
& pension at the rate of §50 per month in lleu of that he is mow
Pennsylvania Regerve Volunteer Infantry, and
Parma "John 3. Par-
mater, late of Company A. I"orty-cightl: R
The name of Lillian Brown, helpless and d denttdnughtu of
in lieu of that she is now recelving.
f 850 th in i fth:rl{ehnow
0 U per mon n lien o a G n’ th Biﬂ
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he
him a pension
in lien of that o ving.
th in lieu of th tti’é i:nd
iy
o edoger it le g ndent son of Henry
Bixth ment Veteran Reserve Corps,
he name of Maurer, former widow of Isalah Miller, late
ne Weber, Robert R. Martin,
'Ragtm
and pay her a nn at the rate
VDIunteer Light Artillery, an
er a pension at 1 eutacrl.'s
at the rate of mnnthinueuofthuhets
t the rate of $40 per month.
5 late of Oompu.ng F, Ninetyfourth

The name of Adolphus Sterling, late of Company D, Twentieth Regil-
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and Compa A. Ninety-fourth
pa
rate of §50 per month.in lien of that he is now receiving.
The name of Peter Boyd, late of Company F, Regiment
rate of $30 per month.
T e of Felix R. Robertson, late E. Ona hundrel!
pension at the mte of 540 &Ier month in lien of thn.tze is new reneivlng.
The name of
lnte of Company F, Forty-third B.aﬁlment Indiana
Volunteer Infan n.nd pay him a pension at the rate of §$20 per
month,
Com ny C, Webster County Missouri Home Guards, and pay her a
on at the rate of $35 per month,
of Samuel Lindner, late of Company D, Fif Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a4 pens. ou at the rate of $20 per
The name of Jason Johnson, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment,
ﬁg Company D, First Regiment, Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay
recelving.
The name of James D. Ash, late of Company A, Third Regiment
pay him a pem.mlon at the
rate of §00 per month in ljeu of that he is now receiving.
The name of Frances ter, former widow o
t Indmm Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
Francis A. Brown, late of Company Bixteen Connectlcut
Volunteer Intantry and pay ber a pemrlon at :.he rate of $20 per month
The name of George Wilson, late of Compn:ny H, Twenty-first Regi-
ment Missouri annnteer Infan and pay him a pemion at the rate
The name of James F. Smith, ln.te of Cn
ment Tennessee Volunteer Caval ¥, nnd pny pensian at
The name of Benjamin F. Ford, hte of C any G. Beventeenth
R ent West Vir Volunteer Intn.ntry,
at
mholder. late of Compln: Sevmtysixth
ment Ohio Volunteer Infan pay him a penaion at the rate
The name of John E. Broyles, helpless and
nmyim, late of Company L, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,
y B, and pay him
ngion at the rate G%L $20 per month,
f Company G, Seventy-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
0 ol::d’payhe:n on at the rate of ﬁngmont.h.
ormer
e ’gsennsylrmtn Volunteer Cavalry,
The name of Diana Luﬂm, former 3 of Nathan Lucas, late of
Com any K, First ment Michi and
f Solomon J Er s of Company
The name o
Regiment Penn%lvania Vomnteer ‘Infantry, and pay
The name o Jo late of Company
Guard, Missonrl \olnnteer Maunlied Cavalry, and pay h
The name of Charles 8. Humph
Ilegime:t New York Voiunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at

the rate of $50 ger

C s l“m'l“a gr.le hundred and
ompan

Inmg‘t!ry{ and pay her a pension of £35 per month

of that shehl:m;lmce n&m Sk o

The name o urray vingstone, o
Regiment Mm chusetts Volunteer Cavalry im a pension
at the rate of r month in len of L

The name 0 El abeth Beach, hel?lm and dependent daughter of
Willard O. Beach, late of Com One hundred and thirty-fourth
Regiment New York Volunteer , and pay her a pension at the

rate of $20 per month in lieu of that is now receiving.

'I‘ha name of Mary Phillips, former widow of Orren W. Btanfon‘l iate
of Company A, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Intantrx, and
pay her a pension a at the rate of $25 per month.

{'ha name of Callie Oberer, widow of John Oberer, late of Company C,
ment Missourl Fﬂ:.nteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-

month in lien of that he is now recel
ancy F. Taylor. wtﬂw of Thomas G. Taylor, late of
t‘t{ Bq;iment Illinois Volunteer

the rate in ieu

ny D, Flrst

Fifteenth Regl
gion at the rate of $25 per mon

The name of Sarah Cain, widow of James Cain, late of Company B,
Eleventh Regiment Indiana’ Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pemﬂon
at the rate of ?4 per month in lien of that she is nmew receiving:
Provided, That the event of tke death of Js.mes Caj.n, helpless and
dependent son of Jemes Cain, the additional herein nted

shall cease and determine : Provided rﬂwr. at in the e of the
death of SBarah Cain, the name of said James Cain shall batplaned on
the pension roll, mbject to the provisions and Hmitations of the pen-

gion laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
R f thCninGm helpl d d dent daught T

The name o elena pless an ependent daughter o
Amandes Garges, late of Company A, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer 1nfnntry. and pay ber a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lien of that she is now recelving.

The name of John Horn, late of Company K, One hundred and fiftieth
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pﬂ! him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now

The name of Nancy H. Jacklin, former widow of William Jones, late
of Company G, Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that ahe is now
receiving.

The name of Willlam E. Cheek, late of Company F, Ninety-fifth
Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensinn at the rate
of £50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Ervin, late of Company D, One hundred and ninety-
seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantri and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Richard Herrell. late of Compan
ment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy /
pension at the rate of $40 ﬁr.u' month in lieu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Jeremiah Fitger, late of band, Blxty-fifth Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ibe rate of $50
per month in lieu of that he is now receivin‘g

The mme of Lottie Baughman, widow of Isainh Baughman, late of
Company Thlrtrntxl:h Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, ‘and pay
her a pension at the rate of §25 per month.

The name of Emma E. Brown, helpless and dependent daughter of
Thomas Brown, late of Company H, One hundred and eighteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Leretta Hosey, helpless and dependent daughter of
James R, Hosey, late of Company G, Kleventh Regiment Kentucky
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month

M, Eleventh Regi-
rti lm and pay him a

| in lieu of that she is now recelving,

The name of James It. Hann, lnt-e of Company 1, Two hundred and
second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $40 per mounth in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lucian Smith, late of Company A, Ope hundred and
thirty-sixth Reglment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry and pay him a
Ems on at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is mow receiv-

Tbe name of Hannah Brantner widow of James 8, Brantner, late of
Company B, Two hundred and eish nt Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of R Button, widow of James W. Buttom,
Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of William Cline, late of Company I, Ir.lghteenth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in liea of that he is now receiving.

The name of Martha L. Elliott, widow of Bnlathie‘l Elliott pensioned
as Salathiel Ellet, late of Company E, Thirty-third nefmnt hio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and p ).‘{ her a pension at the mte of $£25 per month.

The name of Sarah Mowry, former widow of Jasper Lanham, late of
Cempany M, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, ‘and pay

penaionattheratenfﬁz.:permonth
t daughter of Eli

‘I‘ha name of Emma §
y One hundred nnd thirty-third Regiment
Indiana try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

late of

The name of walls, helpless and endent danghter of ElN
Swalls, late of Com ¥y E, One hundred and thirty-third iment In-
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 0

her a pension at the rate of
petmonttmlri?ofmasametsl;;gw;mdﬂn& o afth
The o ps, of Company Fifty Regiment
Indiana Volunteer g fantlg and pay him a pensk'm at the rate of $80
e

per month in is now receivln

The name Pnrkx.lwldw Juper N. Parks, late of Com-
pany n. ‘I‘hlrtg ent Tllineis Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber
a gion at the rate of $25 per month.

name of M Haremaker, widow of Peter Haremalker, late of
Fifty-f Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pa a pension at the rate of $25 per month 3
'he name of Nelson Behymer, late of Cnmpn I, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pendan at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.
The name of Lemuel C. Nicooson, late of Compnny D, One hundred
fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and ¥ him a
pendonatﬁnmteufﬂ!)wmnthmmeuof fmisnow

receivin
= fime -odenrtom Wﬂfr&n lw!'pleus and dq:t?dont gon of Bi:nn‘l::.t
alters, Company 2 ndred and -sixth Regimen
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is new receivi
The name of Fannie E. Porter, widow of Daniel P. Porter, late of
Rifles, chusetts Volunteer Militia

Massa
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lien
Teceivin,

Eg
1
?‘

8

of that she !s now Provided, That in the event of the death
of Charles 8. Paﬁ:er, hdpi.eﬂ and depandant son of said Daniel P,
Porter, the additienal pension herein granted shall cease and de-
: Provided rurﬂwr That in the event of the death of Fannie

E. Porter, the name of said Charles 8. Porter shall be Iatged onnthe
e on

per month from and after the date of death

said

The name of Jane Burton, former widow of Maurice Burton, late of
Company D, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and ps&her a pension at the rate of £25 per month,

rukm mll. lnbject tn the provisions and limitations o
ws, at the rate of B §20

The name of McGIll, heéplesa and dependent daughter of
James McGill, la th Em;lment Illinois Volunteer
Cavalry, and Fn hm' a lEen nt the rate of §20 per month.

The name o L:hen N. Higley, late a conl heavier, United States Navy,

and pay him a pension at
is now recelving.

The name of Martha J. James, widow of Leander M. James, late of
Company A, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a nsion at the rate of $45 per month in lien
of that she is nnw Teceiy! Provided, That in the eve_nt of the death

less and dcpmdeut daughter of said Leander M.
James, the mld.ltlona} pension herein granted shall cease and determine :
Provided further, That in the event of the death of Martha J. James,
the name of said Helen James shall be placed on the pension roll, sub-
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said Martha J.

James.

The name of Betsey Palmer Mason, formar widow of William II.
Palmer, late of Company ¥, Fourth Michigan Volunteer In-
f.nnu-y, and pay her at?enaio'n at the rate ot $25 per month.

oi . White, late of Companies H and K, Third
ent Vu—mucnt Volunteer Infan ay him a penalon at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of George W. Flack, late.of Company D, Bixtieth Regiment
New York Volunteer Infantry. ‘and pay him a ‘pension at the rate of
£50 per month in lien of that he is now receivi

The name of Robert W, Gibbs, late of Compang B, Third Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and pay n pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lie unfth.atheiﬂnuwrecei

The name of Willlam A, Coddington, late of Oompnny B. Eighteenth
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he

, and
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The name of Christopher Wilson, late of Company A, Eighty-third
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, pay h?zgn a pension at the
« rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receivi.ngl.‘w

The name of Samuel J. White, late of Company C, enty-seventh
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of %50 per month in lieu of that he is now receitl.nf.

he name of Rebecea B. Brown, former widow of James M. M. Hous-
ton, late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month. i

The name of James T. Jones, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

he name of Harriett A. Lake, widow of Dewlitt C. Lake, late of
Company F, Third Regiment igan Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her
a sion at the rate of $25 é}er month.

he name of Thomas W. Sample, late of Company E, Twenty-second
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of 340 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alfred Murray Ringland, late of Company D, One hun-
dred and thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
hlminlpemion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving. .

The name of James D. Lafferty, late of Con‘:f;ny K, Fifty-eighth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Martha J. Sexton, helpless and dependent daughter of
Isaae Sexton, late of Coni%nny A, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In-
fantry, and Company E, Fourth %sf(ment eteran Reserve Corps, a
paénher a pension at the rate of r month. .

he name of John W. Mercer, late of Company G, Twenty-seventh
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate®|
of §50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelﬂuﬁ.

The name of Jonathan Wolf, late of Company D, Seventeenth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Gustav Hamberger, late of Company A, Fifth Regiment
New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay a pension at
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Nicholas Scholl, late of Company ¥, One hundred and
forty-ninth iment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is mow receiving.

The name of Willlam H. Hanson, late landsman, United States Navy,
and pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Edwin E. Warren, helpless and dependent son of Edwin
A. Warren, late of Company G, Nineteenth Raflmem:. and Company K,
Seventeenth Regiment, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Peter P. Faller, late of Company K, Forty-seventh Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensiom at the rate
of $50 per month in liew of that he is now receiving,

The name of Robison D. Maus, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Jennie L. Lewis, widow of Joseph Lewis, late of Com-
%any G, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment United States Colored

olunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of Robert Niven, late of Companies M and H, Eighth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Cavalry, pay him a on at the rate
of $60 per month in lien of that he Iz now receiving, to include $10
per month special ?:nsio‘n under medal of honor roll.

The name of Balathiel K. Wise, late of Company E, Fortieth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$560 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary E. Leroy, widoew of Fred, alins Frederick, Leroy,
late of Company B, First Regiment United States Reserve Corps, Mis-
souri Militia, and pay her a lon at the rate of t2m month,

The name of Louisa Engelhardt, helpless and depe t daughter of
Henry Enselhudt. late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-eighth
Regiment Ohlo National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of J h 8. Hall, late of Company B, Fifty-third Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
rate of $40 per month in Heu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of John A. Keltner, late of Company D, Twenty-fourth
Itegiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in len of that fie is now receiving.

The name of Charles Asa Clark, Iate of Company I, Fourteenth Regi-
ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£40 per month in lieu of that he is now.receiving.

The name of John J. Spenecer, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regi-
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
£50 per month in lien of that he is now recei 3

The name of Dora Myers, former widow of Charles Swordes, late of
Comi)any A, Eighth Rofment lIowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at thd rate of $25 per month.

The name of Samuel Sheline, late of Company G, First Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Frank Libby, late of Comsa.ny B, First Regiment New
Hampshire Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Robert Davis, late of Company C, Thirty-seventh Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month in lieu of that he Is now reeeiving.

The name of Luther Bedel, iate of Company G, Sixty-seventh Regl-
ment, and Company G, Twenty-fourth Regiment, Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of £50 per month in lien
of that he is now receiving,

The name of Flavius J. Cole, late of Company B, One hundred and
forticth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of David M. Haskell, late of Company A, Third Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Webster Cotten, late of Company E, Fiftieth Regiment
Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Flora Heath, helgless and dependent daughter of Sam-
uel A, Heath, late of Company C, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieg’ of

.ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay

‘that she is mow recedving.

The name of Andrew Reiber, late of Company €, One hundred and
fifteenth Regiment Illinois Velunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of SBarah N. Bolinger, widow oé Jacob N. Bolinger, late
watchman United States ram Fulton, Mississlppi Marine Brigade, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Thompson 8. Lozaw. helpless and dependent son_ of
Samuel w, late of Company D, Fourth Independent Dattery New
Jersey Volunteer Light Ar l.lerg‘ and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is new receiving.

The name of Joseph J. Dalbey, late of Company H, One hundred
and forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and ?:,7 him a
Deii!?ion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he now re-
celving, \

The name of Louise H. Thornton, widow of William IL Thornton,,
late of Company B, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, and Company G Twentg—tourth Regiment Veteran Reserve
Corps, and pay her a on at the rate of §25 per month.

e name of Peter T. McQuain, late of Company B, Second Regiment
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50.
per month In lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Ephraim Whitson, late of Company E. One hundred and
fifty-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a -
sion at the rate of $50 month in lien of that be is now receiving.

The name of Daniel Rowe, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Albert Waller, late of Company B, Twellth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lleu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Kate McLaughlin, an Army nurse, Medical Department,
United States Volunteers, and pay her a ﬁaalon at the rate of $30
rer month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha A. Wade, former widow of John Cales, late of
Company A, One hundred and eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pa{ her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name o Nanc% C. Troupe, former widow of James L. Forgey,,
late -of Company L, Fifteenth giment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Enoch K. S8hackelford, late of Company G, Foiirteenth
Regiment, and Company L, Eighth Regiment, Missouri Volunteer State
Militin Cavalry, and pay him a pension 4t the rate of $50 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Albert Shellhorn, late of Company E, Twenty-first RHegi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer C'a\mlry. and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receh‘mg.

The name of Elizabeth Burgess, widow of Georgn T. Bur , late
of Company G, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,
and her a pension at the rate of per month, and it is also
direc that the widow be paid the soldler’s accrued pension.

The name of Alexander Kimbrough, late of Company K, Fourth
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and ?ay him a nsion at
the rate of $50 per month in lleu of that he Is now rece “”&

The name of Garret H. Fowler, late of Company Sixty-ninth Regl-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Frederick A. Hart, late of Company D, Second Regi-
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in Heu of that he is now ving.

The name of Joseph BE. Crow, late of umﬁuny I, One hundred
and seventy-fourth ment, Company H, Fourt! egiment, and Com-

and forty- Regiment, Ohio Volunteer In-

sm.ng_ C, One hundr
thant , and pay him vg.n pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of
a

e i8 now A
The name of Cassie % Hatch, hii%plesa and dependent da.u%htcr of
Albion L. Hatch, late of Company Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine
Volunteer Veteran Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20°
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Willlam A, Karnes, late of Compan{ndﬂ, Garrizon
Guards, and private, unassigned, Fifty-ninth Regiment fana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in
lien of that he iz now receiving.

The name of Sarah E. Frost, widow of Charles L. Frost, late of

Company F, Seventy-sixth iment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay
she is now

her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lleu of that
recel j

The Eame of Nelson B. Iackett, late of Company C, Fourth Regi-
ment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now wceivlnﬁ_

The name of Henry H. Rowe, late of Company H, Ninety-fifth Regi-
a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lleu of that he is now receivin

The name of line St. Denis, widow of Gideon St. Denis, late.
of Companies I and A, egiment, and Company G,
y, and &ny her a
t she

Ninety-sixth Regiment New Yor
pel:_’sion at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of tha now re-

ng. .
The name of Josinh C. Hancock, helpless and dc:gendent gon of
Francis M. Hancock, late of Co ny I, Twenty-ninth Regiment In-
diana Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that he is now recelvlng.

The name of John Wroton, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a penslon at the rate of $50
per month in lien of that he is now recelving,

The name of Charles M. Taylor, late of Company F, Thirty-fourth
Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infaniry, and pay a B‘enstnn at the
rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving,

The name of Julla Ruth Bartlett, helpless and dependent daughter
of Sylvanus Bartlett, late of Company H, Bighteenth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Inrnntrgi and pay her %dpemion at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. :

The name of Jesse W. Righy, late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regl-
ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension_at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jerome B. Summers, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at thé rate of £50 per
th in llew of that he is now receivintz.

The name of erner, ow of Adam Werner, late of Capt.
Enapp's mmgn.ny, Seventh Indiana Legion, and pay her a pension at
the rate of §35 per month.

The name of Charles M. Bingham, late of Com ?{ C, Bixty-fifth
Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and Company M, Thirteenth Regi-
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ment Indiaon Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in lien of that he is now recelving, .

The name 6 Willlam T. Gibbs, late of Company D, One hundred and
fifty-secomd Regiment Illimois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of George 3’. Cobb, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at.the rate
of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Eliza C. Ludwig, widow of Frank Ludwig, late of Com-
pany D, Third Battalion New York Volunteer Artillery; Company D,
Becond Regiment United States Cavalry; and Company I, velfth
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay ber a pension at the
rate of $25 per month.

The name of Lafayette Van Gundy, late of Company E, Fourteenth
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Francis M. Frazier, late of Company H, Fifty-ninth
Rﬂilment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sadie C. Steadman, former widow of Hezekiah N. Stead-

man, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-fifth R ent Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $2 r month.
The name of Hunter 8& Frampton, late of Company I, ird Regi-

ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavgr Artillery, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, no
deduction or rebate to be made on account of former alleged overpay-
ment or erroneous payments of pension.

The name of Helen B. Owen, widow of Robert 8. Owen, late of Com-
pany A, Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a p?nlsion at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is” now
receiving. -

The name of William D. Moores, late of Company G, Second Regi-
ment United States Sharpshooters, and landsman, United Btates Navy,
amd pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of William 0. Callis, late of Company F, Ninth Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Franklin Bolen, late of Company C, Thirty-sixth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$40 per month in llen of that he is now 1-r.-e.-f.‘h;ing].5

The pame of Jesse Corn, Jate of Company E, One hundred and
seventy-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Marion Cahall, late of Company B, Thirty-fourth Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lea of that he is now receiving.

The name of Reuben Boring, late of Company €, Sixty-third Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension af the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of Julia A, Barnss, widow of Leander P. Barnes, late of
Company D, Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of James Doran, late of Comﬁmny K. SBeventh Regiment,
amnd Company D, Thirty-ninth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infantry ;
Company A, Third Battalion, and Company F, First Battalion, Eleventh
Regiment United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
%40 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Pnilip A, Warner, late of Company K, Third Regiment
New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Barah J. Pond, widow of Chandler H. Pond, late of
the Twentf-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Martha Williams, widow of Joseph T. Williams, late
of Company F, Ferty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §25 per month.

he name of Mary E. Bowen, widow of George L. Bowen, late of
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her n pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Elizabeth M. Sager, widow of Garrett 8. Sager, late of
Company A, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

Tne name of John W. McPherron, jr., late of Company B, Twenty-
fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in Hen of that he is now receiving.

The name of Henry J. Tinney, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment
Town - Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Susan H, Orr, widow of Charles W. Orr, late of Com-

any C, Ninth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missourl Volunteer
&illtia. and pafy her aspenslon at the rate of £23 per month. -

The name of Hugo r_hrottkiv. late of Compan{ F, Twentieth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lien of that he iz now rmivln%

The name of Eva J. Plante, former widow of Louis Peipker, late of
Sixth Independent Company Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $25 per month,

The name of Loretta McKee, helpless and dependent daughter of
Amos McKee, late unassigned, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Rosella Magee, helpless and dependent daughter of
James Magee, late of Company I, Sixty-second Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in liru of that she is now receiving.

The name of SBallie A, Cox, widow of William Cox, late of Company
I, Fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of John Foster, late of Companﬁ A, Twenty-first Regi-
ment, and Company G. Sixtieth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that
he is now receiving.

The name of Edward R. Roll, Jate of Company F, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment Kentucky *Volunteer Infantry, and Company B, Third Regiment
Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$00 per month in lieu of that he is now rcceh'h};g.

The name of Harriet 8illman, widow of John F. Sillman, late of Com-
pany E, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and ¥ her a
pension at the rate of $33 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
ceiving.

'il‘heg name¢ of Laura Levenseler, helpless and dependent daughter
of Ilenry Levenseler, late of Campany A, Twenty-second Regiment

Masssachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,

he name of Willlam W. Goodridge, late of Company C, Twenty-
fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him ‘a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now recelving.

The name of Nathaniel Ifenry, late of Company K, Second Regiment
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in licu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Barah A. Christy, widow of Tiomns J. Christy, late
of Comimny C, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Keys, widow of Willlam T. Keys, late of Com-
E,I:"F I, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er 4 pension at the rate of $25 per month.

_The name of James Bartram, late of Company C, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of%hm per month,

e name of Sarah K. Totten, widow of David R, Totten, late of
Company @, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her iﬂ lp'?nslon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Isaac Edgington, late of ComYuny K, Seventy-first
Regiment_ Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and ¥ him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he now receiving.

The name of Gurney E. Hall, belpless and dependent son of Elijah
P. Hall, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Ohie Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien

of that he is now r-:oeh-[ng.

The name of Geor . Pearl, late of Company F, Twenty-third
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him' a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Margaret Burney, former widow of James M. Chap-
man, late of Company F, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and ¥aﬁ her udnnaion at the rate of $25 per month,

The name o obert Gilmore, late of Company C, Eightieth Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $£50 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving,

he name of Thomas J. Thomas, late of Company C, Thirty-ninth
Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Lyman M, Sherwood, late of the United States Marines,
United States ship Saramac, United States Navy, and pay him a n-
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.

The name of John Walker, late of Company I, Thirteenth Regiment
Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William H. Wroten, late of Company A, Thirty-fifth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. ¢

he name of Nicholas 8. Ward, late unassigned, Thirtieth Regiment
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Harriette Skelton, widow of Bamuel G. Skelton, late of
Company A, First Regiment Alabama Vidette Volunteer Cavalry, and
pni_ er a pension at the rate of $25 per month, A

he name of Willilam H. Willey, late of Company B, Third Regiment
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month in lieu of that he is now recelving,

The name of John K. Coogle, late of Company B, One hundred and
forty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of 150 r month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ellis Henthorn, late of Company K, Heventy-elghth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
ofqiﬁo per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lucy J. Bheldon, widow of Charles M. Sheldon, late of
Company K, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a I%enslon at the rate of $25 per month.

he name of Philander 8. Groesbeck, late of Company F, Eighth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Marsh Smith, late of Company F, One hundred and fifth
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Inranug. and pay bhim a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Catharine Lenz, widow of Solomon Lenz, late of Com-
pany F, Fifty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her n
pension at the rate of $45 per month in lien of that she is now receiv-
ng : Provided, That in the event of the death of Charles H. Lenz, help-

ess and dependent son of said Bolomon Lenz, the additional pension
herein granted shall cease and determine ; Provided further, That in the
event of the death of Catharine Lenz, the name of said Charles IT.

Lenz shall be placed on the pension roll, subgmt to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and
after the date of death of said Catharine Lenz.

The name of Solomon Morris, late of Capt. Eaton's Company, De-
partmental Corps, Monongahela, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, mnd pay him
a sion at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of James L. Moore, late of Company A, Eighty-second Regi-
ment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rare of
$40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Gilbert Smith, late of Company I, Third Regiment New
York Volunteer Ca\'alr{, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Harriet I. Carmical, widow of John Carmical, late of
Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of §33 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Ephraim A. Adams, late of Company D, Twelfth Regi-
ment, and Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Susan Bedell, helpless and dependent daughter of David
E. Bedell, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment lowa Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of George H. Pennington, late of Company E, Fifty-third
Regiment, and Company K, Ninety-first Regiment, Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

The name of Louisa R. Bechtel, widow of Morgan 8. Bechtel, late
of Company G, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $23 per month.
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The name of Joseph Guffy, late of Comipnfmy A, Fifty-seventh Regi-
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

$50 per month in lien of that he is now recelving.
The name of Jnsi_-pvp Johnston, late of Company B, Foﬂj-eifhth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the

rate of 850 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alida A. Marshall, widow of Joseph N. rshall, late of
Comiuny I, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
Ivens on at the rate of $65 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv-
ng: Provided, That in the event of the death of James E. Ma 1.
he! (Flm and dependent child of said Joseph N. Marshall, §20 of the
additional pension ﬁranteﬁ herein shall cease and determine: Pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Armidred Marshall,
helpless and dependent child of said Joseph N, Marshall, $20 of the
additional pension granted herein shall cease and determine: Am
vided further, That in the cvent of the death of Alida A. M 11,
the names of James E. Marshall and Armidred Marshall shall be
placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month to each of them
from and after the death of said Alida A. 11

The mame of Eliza McDaneld, widow of John McDaneld, late of
Company A, Sixth Hegiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Laona Carver, widow of Andrew J. Carver, late of
Company B, Sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a p?nf;on at the rate of 30 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Jennie I, Ramsdell, widow of Andrew S. Ramsdell, late
of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a Fension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving. g

The name of Julla BE. Mills, widow of Leonidas E. Mills, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pensfon at the rate of $25 R:r month,

The name of Michael Ki ‘II' te of Company D, Fifth Regiment
New York Volunteer Veteran Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of 850 per month in leu of that he is now recelving,

The name of Anna Sheridan, widow of John Sheridan, late of Com-
?ﬂnl K, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving : Provided, That in the event of the death
of Willlam Francis Sheridan, helpless and dependent son of said John
Sheridan, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided further, t in the event of the death of Anna
Sheridan, the name of said Willilam Francis Sheridan shall be placed
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the
pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date
of death of said Anna Sheridan,

The name of Andrew J. Hale, late of Company I, Fiftleth ment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Abigail Merriman, widow of Henry L. Merriman, late
of Company K, One hundred and seventy-first ment Ohio Velunteer
Infantry, and pay her a vfmamn at the rate of §30 per month in liem
of that she is now receiving.

The name of James B, Erskine, late of Company B, First Regiment
Malne Volanteer Heavy Artillery, and Company A, -first -
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
§50 per month in lien of that he Is now recelvinﬁ.

The name of Elmar K. Coppock, helpless and dependent son of Calvin
Co;:pock. late of Company Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that he is now recelving.

The name of Clara C, cken, widow of John M. MecCracken, late
of Company K, Forty-sixth Regument Illinels Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $45 per month In lieu of that she is
now receiv) hi: Providelk That In the event of the death of Mary A.
McCracken, helpless a del)e'ndent daughter of sald Johm M. Me-
Cracken, the additional pension herein granted ghall cease and deter-
mine : ovided further, That in the event of the death of Clara C.
McCracken, the name of sald Mary A, McCracken shall be placed on
the pension reoll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen-
sion laws, at the rate of $24 per month from and after the date of
death of said Clara C. McCracken.

The name of Elecla Rexroad, widow of Maranda H. Rexroad, late of
Company A, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her ’a I1:»er|slr.~n at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she Is now
receiving.

The name of Anna F. “‘l‘msh helpless and dependent daughter of
Alfred Willls, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a ?enslan at the rate of $£20 per
month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary F. Woods, widow of David Woods, late of Com-
ley I, Twenty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer

nfantry, and ?ﬂ{ her a_pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name 0o obert H. EKernan, Jate of Company M, Second Regi-

ment Missouri Volunteer Cavahg. and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.
The name of George W. Thompson, helpless and dependent som of
Andrew (. Thompson, late of Company B, Forty-first R. ent Massa-
chugetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lieun of that he is now receiving. -

The name of Charles H. Bothwell, late of Company A, Ninety-eighth
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rafe of $50 per month in lleu of that he is now receiving,

The name of Willlam Firkins, late of Company D, y-third Regi-
ment, and Company I, One hundred and forty-first Regiment, Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay him a sion at the rate of $50 per month.

The name of George Guilford, late of Company A, Sixty-severnth
Itegiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of £50 per month in lien of that he I8 now recelving.

he name of Willlam F. Dines, late of Company C, Twelfth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Imfaniry, and him a pension at the rate of
£50 per month in lleu of that he Is now receiving.

The name of Isalah G. Mayo, late of Uniteg States Sanitary Com-
mission's ship 8. F. Browne, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month {n lleu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Ida McCog;’ widow of James MCCO{; late of Company
I, One hundred and eighiy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Sop Bchram, widow of John Schram, Iate of Com-
wanims I and B, Twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and

{uy her a pension at the rate of $27 per month: Provided, That in
he event of the death of Estellla Schram, minor daughter of sald
John Schram, :2 of the pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : further, That in the event of the death of Sephia
Schram the name of said Estellia L. Schram shall be placed on the

on roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
aws, at the rate of $12 and $2 per month from and after the date
of death of sald Sophia Schram, until she attains the age of 16 years.

The name of Ellen 8, Vestile, widow of George W. Vestile, late of
Capt. Bassett's independent mm¥any. Ninth Regiment Indiana Legion,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month.

The name of Mary A. SBhepherd, widow of Willilam A, Shepherd, late
of Company E, hteenth ?lment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, an&.my
her n pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that she is now
reteivinﬁ: Provided, That in the event of the death of Willlam E
8 helpless and dependent son of said William A. Shepherd, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine : Provided
further, That in the event of the death of Mary A. She?herd. the name
of sald Willlam E. Shepherd shall be placed on the pension roll, subject
te the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of
per month from and after the date of death of sald Mary A. Shepherd.

The name of Susanna A. Johnson, widow of Eugene W, Johnson, Iate
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

he name of Elexious H. Conly, late of Com y I, Fourteenth
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin

The name of Martha J. Hopkins, widow of Calvin Hopkins, late of
Company G, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in liew
“ﬂ“i“e a{nmre%hﬁan&ry helpl d dependent daughter of

e name a @ elpless and dependent ' 0
Willlam R, Whittl , late of Company I, One hundred vy i
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Edward . Bennett, helpless and depengmt son of
Lewis Bennett, Jate of Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regi-
ment lllinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Alwilda Wheeler, widow of George II. Wheeler, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
of $35 per month in lien of that she is now

her a pension at the rate
recelving, -
The name of Frederick Nientzenhelzer, late of Company A, Sixteenth
R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Martin Edwards, late of Company K, Fourteenth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Ini‘anh’y. and pay him a pension at the rate
of §50 per month in llen of that he is now receivin

e name of Willlam H. Durham, helpless and d
Tolford Durham, late of Company A, Fourth
teer Infantiry, and pay him a pension at the ra
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

~And insert:

The name of Margaret Yohe, widow of Adam Yohe, late of Com
C, Second Battalion Pennsylvania Volunteer Infaniry, and pay hg:n :
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Charles Francis Bchaeffer, helpless and dependent son
of Daniel W. Schaeffer, late of Company D, Second Regiment Pennsyl-
v?nsigo?oluntmtg!anvy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
o per month.

The name of Juliann ock, widow of David ock, late of Com-
gnny B, Hleventh Regimgayi': Pennsylvania Reﬁmerjinfm , and “pay

er & pension at the rate of $40 ¥e1' month In lieu of t she is
now receiving: Pri That in the event of the death of Mary

ndent son of
ent Maine Volun-
of §20 per month

ock, helpless and dependent daughter of gaid David k,
Hdlttonal ppenx!un hemmmnmd ghall cease and determine: Ptr.:
vided further, That in the event of the death of Jullann ock, the
name of sald Mary ock shall be placed on the pension rol nubject

to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
%fy sz;o per month from and after the date of death of said Julianm
oc

The name of Addie L. Hubbard, former widow of Abijah I. Hubbard
late of Company F, Twentieth Regiment, and Company C, Second -
ment, Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month,

The name of Ann Brooks, former widow of Garrett Gordon, late
of Company K, Twenty-second R nt Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that

ghe is now rece;viﬁs. See it AR .

The name o enry bers, late unassigned, eventh Regimen
g{‘%rylnnd V%lhtmteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the er‘alto og

per month,

The name of Nason B. Cunningham, late of Company E, Sixth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month.

e name of Caroline Deibert, widow of Jacob Deibert, late of Com-
Pn{ K, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer In-
antry, and pa{ her a Eenslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ella Thatcher, widow of John W. Thatcher, late of
Company H, Twenty-sixth ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pa% er 4 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Ann B. McGrew, widow of William T. McGrew, late of
Company A, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her Iav{ pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Elizabeth G. Young, former widow of Willlam H.
Green, late of Company F, Seventy-cighth Regiment Ohfo Volunteer
Infanﬁ-y,-anﬁ %n{r her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Jane Cory, helpless and dependent child of Charles
Cory, late of Company I, Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate $20 per month in leu of
e is now receiving. A
The name of Hannah Lowell, widow of Lewis Anderson, late of

¥ C, Thirty-second Regiment Illinoizs Volunteer Infantry, and

1:»\{v er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
he name of Elizabeth A. Queen, widow of Thomas Queen, late of
Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pa
her a pensfon at the rate of’ §40 per month in lieun of that she !{
now g: Provided, That in the event of the death of John
ueen, helpless and dependent son of sald Thomas Queen, the addi-
tional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro-

Company B,
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vided further, That in the event of the death of Elizabeth A. Queen,
the name of the said John Queen shall be placed on the Peuston roll,
subject to the provislons and limitations of the pension laws, at ‘the
rate of $20 r month from and after the date of death of said
Elizabeth A, Queen,

The name of John I. Amy, late of unassigned Indiana Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, .

The pame of Margaret Donahne, widow of Philip Donahue, late of
Company F, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment New York Vol-
unteer ntantrg, and mg her a pension at the rate of $§30 per month.

"The name of Lenora Stewart, widow of Joseph II. Stewart, late of
Company H, Fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer H
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E Fry, widow of William Fry, late of Company I,
One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and y her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that
she il;nnow_ receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of
Oscar Fry, helpless and dependent son of said William Fry, the addi-
tional sion herein granted shall ccase and determine: And pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Mary E. Fry, the
name of said Oscar Frf shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of §20
per month from and after the date of death of said Mary E. Fry.

The name of Pauline Sanders, former widow of George W. Johnson,
late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,
amd pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Richard Martin, helpless and dependent child of Jack-
son Martin, late of Company C, Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky
\"ulnttl:toer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
mouth, b

The name of Edwin Fiske Dassett, helpless and dependent child of
Fdwin F. Bassett, late of Company U, Twenty-ninth Regiment Massa-
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate cf $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Moses, widow of Alonzo Moses, Inte of Com-
pany F, One hundred and sixty-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“The name of Anna Wilcox, widow of Andrew Wilcox, late of Com-

ny ¢, One hundred and forty-second Regiment Illineis Volunteer

nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of nna D. Jelison, widow of George W. Jelison, late
of Company K, SBecond Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Ar-
tillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah J. Casler, widow of Henry R. Casler, late of
Company K, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of 330 per month.

E'he name of Anna -Greer, widow of William . il Greer, late of
Company K, One hundred and ﬁttjl-l-sinh Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

%elen F. Wade, widow of Silas Wade, late of Com-
pany E, One huondred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Julia Shaw, widow of John Shaw, late of Company G,
One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Abbie H. Lewis, widow of Henry A. Lewis, late of
Company B, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment lilinois Volun-
teer Infantry, and Company E, Sixty-fourth Regiment United States
Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

: The name of Frances Watches, widow of Allen Watches, late of
Company €, One hundred and forty-sixth HRegiment New York Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Miller, widow of Ira Miller, late of Company ¢,
Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a F(-n-
slon at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that she is now recelving:
Provided, That in the event of the death of Horace M. Miller, helpless
and dependent son of said Ira Miller, the additional pension herein
granted shall cease and determine : And provided further, That in the
event of the death of Mary Miller, the name of said Horace M. Miller
shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and
after the date of death of said Mary Miller, to continue during the
period of helplessness and dependency.

“The name of Nancy M. Davis, former widow of George Davis, late of
Company H, First Regiment Arkansas Velunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. -

The name of Delilah Hunley, widow. of Archibald Hunley, late of
Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Josephine Brown, invalid and dependent daughter of
William Brown, late of Company C, Second Regiment Arkansas Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lieu of that she Is now receiving.

The name of Jennie A. Stephens, former widow of Ivan D. Stephens,
late of Company I, Seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

{‘he pame of Ellen G, Frame, widow of John O, Frame, late of Com-

any F, Forty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
Eer a pension at the rate of $55 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The n%me of Rebecca H. Whiteacre, widow of Willlam Whiteacre, late
of Company B, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret E. Meison, widow of John E. Melson, late of
Company D, Purnell's Legion, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of 535 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. =

The nsam(e of John D. Sallivan, late of Company C, Second Regiment
Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 530 per
month in lien ofdthnt he is m:w receiving, without deduction or rebate

rmer alle; ov ments.,
rm"l‘{;:- nﬁme otgeBrl mylllls, former widow of John MeKeever, late of
Company E, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a peasion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Myrtie I. Arnold, widow of Addison C. Arnold, late of
Company B, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jennle I3, Duer, widow of John O. Duer, late of Company
D, Fortyfifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,

eavy

The name of

The name of Emma J. DeYoe Basseit, former widow of Newton W.
DeYoe, late of Company K, Sixty-first Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and tpw her n pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Nancy J. Pier, widow of John W. I'er, late of Compan
A, Twentieth Regiment Indiana. Volunteer Infantry, and Fourteenth
Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at
the raté of §30 per month,

The name of Blanche Bunger, helpless and dependent daughbter of
Aaron E. Bunger, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of John W. Walker, helpless and dependent child of Otis
Walker, late of Company C, One hundred and Sixty-first- Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Linda Whetsel, widow of Solomon Whetsel, late of
Twelfth Independent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary J. Bowen, widow of Russell Bowen, late of Com-
pany G, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
nnd‘ pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Willlam Francis, helpless and dependent child of Abra-
ham Francis, late of Companies F and (;, Sixteenth Regiment Ienn-
sylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $2
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

- The name of Henry Gass, helpless and dependent son of Andrew J.
Gass, late of Company D, Sixty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 3

The name of Rita Sha;Fes former widow of Jacob D, Schilling, late
of Company I, Fourth e{fment California Volunteer Infantry, and
pa{_ her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Amangda J. Reynolds, former widow of Albert A. Gates,
late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a tpension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Annie 8. Marsh, widow of Samuel W, Marsh, late of
Company G, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment New York Vol-
unteer Infantry, and Company G, Second Regiment New York Mounted
Volunteer Rifles, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

. The name of Nancy A. Lawther, widow of James T. Lawther, late of
Company B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

. The pame of Isabel Burge, widow of Jacob W. Burge, late of Com-
pany I', Sixth Regiment West Virginia Velunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Malissie Sands, widow of Jesse Sands, late of Company
B, Ninth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Agnes Anderson, widow of James Anderson, late of

[ Company C, One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer

Infantry, and Puy her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Carrie Abbitt, former widow of William Watson, late of
Company C, One hundred and tenth Regiment Illinols Volunteer In-
fantry, and paiv her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Matilda Laswell, former widow of Samuel C, Dale, late
of Company I, Eighteenth lRegiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, without further deduc-
tions on account of former erroneous payments of ;iension.

The name of Jennie Schofield, former widow of Milton 8. Hammond,
late of Company E, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment New York
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Isabella Kelley, widow of John Kelley, late of Company
G, First Regiment New Ilampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary (. Leary, helpless and dependent daughter of
Michael II. Leary, late of Company ii, Thirty-second Regiment, and Com-
gﬂnx B, Ninth Hegiment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Caroline Greenwold, widow of John Greenwold, late of
Twelfth Battery Wisconsin Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Julin Kemper, widow of Herman Kemper, late of Com-
pany K, Fourth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pe’nsllou at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of James W. Ledford, late of Company I, One hundred and
forty-fourth Hegiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per menth, without further deductions on ac-
count of former erroneous payments of pension,

The name of Mirinm . Hone, helpless and dependent daughter of
James Hone, late of Company H, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment
Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Abram Brannum, helpless son of Silas Brannum or
Brennam, late of Company I, Ninetieth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Elizabeth' A. Murphy, former widow of Henry Bisbo,
late of Company ¢, One hundred and eighty-fifth Regiment New York
"Ol'l.'lt[]l’ll'{'l' Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Lilla J: Darling, helpless and dependent child of Nelson
Darling, late unassigned, Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in licu of
that she is now recei\'iniz

The name of James E. McKenna, helpless and dependent son of
James McKenna, late of Company (, Third Regiment Massachusetts
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that he is now recelvinf.

The name of Mary E. Flint, former widow of Thomas Fitzgerald,
late of Companies I and C, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Annie Myers, widow of George Myers, late of Company
D, First' Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry;, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ione D. Bradley, widow of Luther P. Bradley, late
brigadier general United States Volunteers and brigadier general United
States Army, retired, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Eliza M. Martin, former widow of Samuel W. Davis,
late of Company A, Thirty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §35 per month.

The name of Julia W. Nichols, widow of [Ienr{ Nichols, late of
Company C, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Velunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. :




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1987

The name of Frances Langguth, widow of John W. Langguth, late of
Companies B and A, Seventeenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. *

The name of Kate . Kralg, widow of John C. Kralg, late of Com-
pany A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay

her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
The name of Christie Fish, widow of Austin C. Fish, alias Clark A.
Fish, late of Companies K and C, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer

Cavalry, and Company C, Ope hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment
Ohio h\’u!unle&r Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Anna 8. Christopherson, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of Ole Christopherson, late of Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment
Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lien of that she is now receivinf.

The name of Mary E. Bell, widow of John T. Dell, late of Company
I, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that
she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of
Charles I. Bell, helpless and dependent son of sald Mar{ E. Bell, the
additional pension granted herein shall cease and determine: And pro-
vided further, That in the wevent of the death of Mary E. Bell, the
name of said Charles H. Bell shall be placed on the penslon roll, sub-
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said Mary E.
Bell, to continue during the period of helplessness and dependency.

The name of Martha C. Igo, widow of Daniel Igo, late of Com-
yany E, Eleventh Regiment, and Company I, Two hundred and eleventh

egiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $40 per month in jieu of that she is now receiving: Pro-
vided, That in the event of the death of Mabel Igo, helpless and de-
pendent daughter of said Daniel Igo, the additional pension herein
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the
cvent of the death of Martha C. Igo, the name of said Mabel Igo shall
be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations
of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the
date of death of sraid Martha C. Igo, to continue during the period of
helplessness and dependency.

he name of George Heator, helpless and dependent son of
Joseph Heator, late of Commn}s; E, Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a })cnsirm at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that he is now receiv nsA

The name of Laura A. Moorhead, widow of Samuel Moorhead, late
of Seventh Battery New York Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Ida A. Moor-
head, helr!e&q and dependent daughter of said Samuel Moorhead, the
additional pension herein grant shall cease and determine: And
provided further, That in the event of the death of Laura A. Moor-
head, the name of said Ida A. Moorhead shall be placed on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at
ithe rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said
‘I].uuradA. Moorhead, to continue during the period of helplessness and
ependency.

he name of Harriet M. Godfrey, widow of Edwin J. Godfrey, late
of Company B, SBecond Reglment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Melissa H. Dickinson, widow of Solomon A. Dickinson,
late of Company I, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
Pny her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she
8 now recelving.

The name of Catherine Osborn, helpless and d%g)endent daughter of
* Andrew J. Osborn, late of Company G, Second Regiment Provisional
Enrolleﬁm}ﬂssourl Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month,

The name of Ella D. Madden, helpless and dependent daughter of
Hosea F. Madden, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment New Jersey
Volunteer Infantry, and pay hef a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Kathrina Balthasar, former widow of Frederick Helm-
holt, late of Company K, Forty-fiftth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret Elkins, widow of Joseph FElking, late of
Company B, Thirteenth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

{‘he name of Annie M. Kimball, widow of Andrew JI. Kimball, late
of Companies A and B, First Re iment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

“i‘he name of Margaret L. Wilson, helpless child of William .
Wilson, late of Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a ision at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Sarah J. White, widow of William W. White, late of
Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pa
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she l"a;
now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Minnie E.
White and Alice Q. White. helpless and dependent daughters of said
William W. White, or in the event of the death of either of them, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Sarah J. White, the

names of sald Minnie E. White and Alice O. White shall be laced on
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen-
sion laws, at the rate of $20

Q‘Qr month each from and after the
date of death of sald Sarah J. White, to continue during the period
of helplessness and dependency.

The name of Antoinette Flint, widow of Henry J. Flint, late of Com-
pany I, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Olive M. Kelly, widow of George Kellg, late of Com-
pany C, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Alice Bwinford, former widow of John Swinford, late of
Company C, Fourth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Watson, widow of George M. Watson, alias
Martin W. Moore, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Missouri State
Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Amanda C, Deal, helpless child of Henry Deal, late of
Company B, Beventy-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, ana

pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in licu of that she is
now receiving. — it}
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The name of Margaret A, Guilllams, former widow of Willlam 1T,
Dunfee, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Ohio
Yolunteer Infantry, an ay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Walsh, belpless child of Michael J. Walsh,
late of Company M, Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per menth in lien of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Margrett Mabery, widow of Willinm Mabery, late of
Company A, Sixth Regiment Teénnessee Mounted Volunteer Infantry,
and Company F, Eighth Hegiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

he name of Fred Hauk, late of Company C, Fifty-fifth Reglmc_nt
Indiana }]‘o!lmteur Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month, :

The name of Elizabeth Jinkins, helpless child of William Jinkins, late
of Company E, Sixth Regiment Jowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pensgion at the rate of $20 per month.

he name of Mary Ann Ellis, former widow of Lewis Ellis, Iate ot
Company (, Sixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Cora Mitchell, widow of Levi Mitchell, late of Company
A, Fifty-eighth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Katherine Hallbaugh, former widow of John Detrick,
late of Company E, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 ipea- month.

he name of Sarah J. Mackin, widow of William A, Mackin, late of
Company G, One hundred and ninety-second Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha Gibson, widow of John H. Gibson, late of
Company (i, Thirty-seventh Regiment, and Company E, Fifty-fifth Regi-
ment, Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month,

The name of Mary T. Barnard, widow of John Barnard, late of Com-
pany C, Fourth Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay Lter
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

.]The name of Mary SBullivan, widow of Cornelins Sullivan, late of
Company L, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
4 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Anna E. Middleton, helpless child of James Middleton,
Iate of Company H, Eighty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Myra E. Chapman, widow of William H. Chapman, late
acting third lientenant, United States revenue cutter Joe Lane, United
States Navy, and pay Her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth A. Burke, widow of Michael Burke, late of
Company H, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and Two hun-
dred and forty-sixth Company, First Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps,
and pay her a lPem;xicm at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Angeline Latty, widow of John Latty, late of Company
C, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month. 3

The name of Mary A. Strome, former widow of Alfred Hunter, late
of Company C, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sarah A. Surface, widow of Flavius 8. T. Surface, late
of Company G, SBeventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving and $6 per month additional on account of the minor child
of said Flavius 8. T. Surface until she reaches the age of 16 years:
Provided, That in the event of the death of Maude L. Burface, helpless
child of said Flavius 8. T. Surface, the additional pemsion herein
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the
event of the death of:Barah A. Surface, the name of said Maude L.
Surface shall be f];;lau:ed on_ the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from
and after the date of death of said Sarah A. Surface.

The name of Fidelia A. Boyd, former widow of Volney Baker, late
of Company C, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentue Volunteer Mounted
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of David Rushlon, enrolled as David Rushton, late of Com-
pany C, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Velunteer Infantry, and pay him
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of George Bowen, late of Second Battery, Vermont Volun-
teer iI..ight Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Elizabeth Shaffer, former widow of George W. Bennett,
late of Company F, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Flora B. McCain, widow of Thomas J. McCain, late of
Company L, Third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Cleveland, former widow of George A. Hull,
late of Company C, First Battalion, Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriet L. Cobb, former widow of Jedekiah Crocker,
late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Margaret Gress, widow of Adam Gress, late of Company
H, Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Rhoda A. Hunnewell, widow of John B. Hunnewell, late
of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Voluntecr Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Meda E. Dodge, widow of Asa S. Dodge, late of Com-
pany G, Thirtieth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha Benefiel, widow of Hiram A. Benefiel, late of
Company C, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pa er a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

e name of Charles Walde, late of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ?ﬁe
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Samuel T. H. Williams, helpless child of John Williams,
late of Company G, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that
he is mow receiving.
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The name of Mary J. Coeper, widow of James B. Cooper, late of
Company D, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and tpay her a pension at rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sabina Wade, former widow of William G. Hutton, late
of Company H, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Martha Jane Griffin, helpless child of Georgg Griffin,
late of Company K, One hundred and tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Belle Grisamore, former widew of Lewis C. Good, late
of Company C, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Adelia M. Whitcomb, widow of Charles B, Whitecomb
late of Company C, First Regiment Michigan Veolunteer Infantry, an
pn,\i‘ her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

he name of Mary Lyons, widow of John Lyons, late of Companies
H and A, Seventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infaniry, and pay
her 1ul;uarmia.m at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.
. The name of Rosanna Miller, helpless child of Joseph Miller, late of
Company I, Second Regiment Connecticut Velunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Julia M, Ferry, former widow of David E. Ferry, late
of Company D, Fifth Battalion, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Holmes, former widow of John O. Holmes, late of
Company F, Forty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Michael Fogarty, helpless child of Patrick Fogarty, late
of Company G, First Be%iment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay
hlmlni pension at the rate of $20 per month in leu of that he is now
receiving.

The name of Jesse Byerly, belgless child of Benjamin Byerly, late of
Company K, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Li . Evans, widow of Willlam W, Evans, late of
Company C, One hundred and ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Eva Shaw, widow of John J. Bhaw, late captain and
commissary of subslstence, United States Volunteers, and pay her a
penslluln at the rate of 555 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Martha J. Morrow, widow of Willilam W. Morrow, late
of Company C, Thirty-third vaglment Iowa Volunteer Infantry,
pay her a ?ension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she
now receiving.

The name of Mary J. Weddel, helpless child of Willlam P. Weddel,
late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that
nhgr [i!a now recgl\;i:;:!,kg. ;

e name o ma Bridgett, widow of Sylvanus Bridgett, late o
Company D, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month and §6 month additiona
on account of the minor child of said Sylvanus Bridgett until he reaches
the age of 16 years, all such pension to be in lien of that now being
gl?jﬂdl under minor's certificate No. 720162, on account of soldier’s minor

.

The name of Louesa T. Dillen, widow of Charles M. Dillen, late of
Company A, Forty-eighth R ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of 530 Eel' month. :

The name of Verna Hanmore, helpless child of David Hanmore, late
of Company G, Second ent New York Velunteer Mounted Rifles,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
is now mﬂnfi

The name of Rebecea J. Kohn, former widow of Obadiah Larimer, late
of Company C, Sixty-second R ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pens:ion at the rate of $30 per month.

e pame of William Jones, helpless child of Uriah Jones, late of
Company F, Fifty-sixth Refl.ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
]:.'lmlai pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving. g

The name of Homer Hoover, helpless child of James Hoover, late of
Company G, One huondred and seventy-third Hegiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lleu
of that he is now receiving.

The name of Grace M. Bacon, widow of Americus V. Bacon, late of
Conl'_xpuny B, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and Company
¥, Eigkth Maine Volunteer Infuntry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month.

The name of Harriet 8. Parker, widow of Charles Parker, late of
Company (G, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her n pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah C. Wilson, widow of John Wilson, late of Com-
pany M, Third Regiment I’enns:)vs.n!a. Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
pay her a Pens!on at the rate of $35 per month in lleu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Louisa Jane Holmes, widow of Alfred D. Holmes, late
of Company I, One hun and twenty-second Regiment [llinois Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary Ann Gettings, helpless child of Nelson Gettings,
late of Company K, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in Heu of that she
is now rmeivinf.

The name of Lucinda J. Smith, helpless child of James T. Smith,
late of Company A, Fortieth Regiment [linois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

g’he name of Nancy A. E. Shankln, widow of John 8. Bhanklin, late
of Company 1, Ninety-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pa&’. her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Sibba Miller, helpless child of Briee Miller, late of Com-
pany I, Third Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay her a
peim;ion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
celving.

The name of Catherine Varner, helpless child of Newton J. Varner,
late of Company K, Elghteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Anna E. Hudson, widow of Minor Hudson, late of Com-
pany F, Ninetieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Gideon C. Lewis, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regi-
:\gt Imnoisu} olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
per month. .

The name of Susan M. Drake, widow of Charles B. Drake, late of
Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her ln igem:iun at the rate of $3d per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Lillie C. Marvin, former widow of Edward O, Cross-
man, late of Company E, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name o Josegl‘l Ford, late of Company G, Third Regiment Poto-
mae Home Brigade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and i;ay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $50 per month, the same to be pald him without
dgducti?n or rebate on account of former alleged erroneous payments
) nsion.

he name of Loulsiana Thompson, widow of Cyrus B. Thompson,
late of Company F, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a Pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Dalsy Manore, helpless dependent daughter of Frank
Manore, late of Comgnny D, ﬂtnety—ﬂ!th and Forty-seventh Regziments
Illinois Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §20
per month, payable only to a legally appointed guardian during period
of incompetency.

The name of Ann Bullard, former widow of Adam Jack, late of
Company F, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry., and
pay her a pension at the rats of $30 per month.

The name of Marjorie A. Baker, widow of Seldon C. Baker, late of
Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jennle Lego, widow of John William Lego, alias Wil-
liam Lago, late of Companies L and E, Fourteenth Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30

nth.
The name of Ma E. Martin, widow of Andrew Martin, late of
Ccmﬂmur A, Elghty-:ly:ird Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pemsion at the rate of $30 per month.

@ name of Sophia A. Lint, widow of Conrad Lint, late of Company
H, Eightieth }legai‘?ent Ohiotzolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate o r mon

The name ot’Annp: Efner, widow of Henry Efner, late of Company
K, Twenty-eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Eliza Murphy, former widow of Timothy Sullivan, late
of Company 1, Thirty-third Regiment, and Company K, One hundred
and fortieth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-

on at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Anna Smith, former widow of Samuel Jones, late of
Company B, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Mounted Rifles,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

‘The name of Anna Boone, widow of John Boone, late of Compan{ s
Thirteenth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of 330 per month,

The name oé Mary Ann Fuller, widow of Wilber W. Fuller, late of
Company C. Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
recelvin,

The E&me of Elizabeth F., Humbert, widow of Joseph D. Humbert,
late of Company I, One hundred and minety-first Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Velunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
mon

he name of Bessie M. Trenor, widow of Henry H. Trenor, late first
l.leEtemt of Companles B and F, First Regiment New York neers,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

" The name of Emily Robinson, former widow of George P. Thornton,
late of Company F, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

’ihe name of Amanda Burlett, widow of Joseph A. Burletf, late of
C y B, Seventy-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

e name of Annie Hills, widow of Francis M. Hills, late of Com-

iy M, Seeond Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, War with
ﬁeﬂeo. and lleutenant colonel Forty-fifth Regiment

Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Sherman G. Johnson, helpless and dependent son of
Simon P. Johnson, late of Company I, Eighth Regiment Tennessee
Yolunteer Cavalry, and E:q him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that he now receiving.

The name of Martha J. Sutherland, former widow of George W.
Speelman, late of Cnmpunly H, Second Regiment Potomac Home Bri-
gade Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month, -

The z?:.mc of Rhoda A. Beatty, widow of Samupel T. Beatty, late of
Company H, Thirty-sixth Regiment, Pennsylvania Emergency Militia
Infantry, and y ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name o?ai:-usamh Cooper, widow of Jesse Cooper, alins William
Harris, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment, and Company G, Fifty-
ninth ment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of §30 per month.

The name of Marinda E. Hays, former widow of John W. Sabin
Jate of Company B, Fortieth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

e name of Lula V. Wainwright, former widow of Willlam T. FL
Wainwright; late of Company G, Second Regiment United States Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 iY" month
and §6 per month adl:laitlonal on account of the minor child of =aid
Willlam T. H, Wainwright until she reaches the age of 16 years, all
such pension to be in lieu of that now being paid under minor's cer-
tifiente No. 723210 on account of the soldier's minor child.

The name of Sebra Colrider, widow of Willlam L. Colrider, late of
Battery B, West Virginia Volunteer Light Artillery, and Eﬂy her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month In lien of that she is now

iving.
rec;!i:\; rfame of Julia 8. Dunn, former widow of Geerge W. Graham,
late of Company C, Sixth Regiment West Vi nia Volunteer Infantry,
and Company l:'!'. First Regiment West Vlriian a Volunteer Light Artil-
lery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julia Agpes Held, widow of Charles W. Held, late
of the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Adelia E. Lindsey, widow of Joseph W. Lindsey, late
first leutenant of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer

nnsylvania -
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Infantry, and pay her a. pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu
of that she is now recelving.

The name of George 8. Iolbrook, late of Company K, Twenty-fifth
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of §30 per month,

The name of Rebecea B, Tooley, widow of Patrick II. Tooley, late of
Company K, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and
Company G, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pa%_h er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

e name of Rebecca J. Kaylor, widow of Samuel F. Kaylor, alias
Samuel Furry. late of Congany B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and Company A, cLaughlin's squadron Ohio
anu%teor Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The_name of Eliza C. Spears, widow of Simon S})ﬂlrs, late of Com-
pany I, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Ellen Goodbrand, former widow of Charles Myers, late
of Company G, One hundred and fiftieth RRegiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension of $30 per month.

The name of Alice McDowell, widow of Charles McDowell, late of
Company M, Fifteenth Regiment New York Engineers, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nancy Bennett, widow of James Bennett, late of Com-
pany G, One hund and eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Samuel W. lls{den. late private Sixth Independent
Company Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month In lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Emma A. Briles, former widow of George E. Hubbard,
late second lientenant of Company E, One hundred and fifty-third Regi-
ment Illinols Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month,

The name of Mary 8. Frame, former widow of James A. Wyant, late
of Company E, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer
Infantry, and rpay her a simns[an at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Eliza L. Sprague, widow of Wellington G. Sprague, late
major United States Army {retlred)q also cor i

ral Company A, First
Wisconsin Heavy Artillery, captain Company

, United States Colored

-Inl’antrf. second lieutenant Sixteenth United States Infantry and
Thirty-fourth United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Julla A. Loyd, widow of Milton Loyd, late of Company
K, Twenty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Louisa E. Prickett, widow of Willlam W, Prickett,
late of Company 1, ]-‘ift{‘-ﬂrst Regiment Illinols Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Emma Call, helpless and dependent danghter of Cyrus
T. Call, late of Company K, One hundredth Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and Fm{f her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mary C. Donley, widow of Levi Donley, late of Com-
pany B, Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
2 pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Atala F. Allen, widow of James A. Allen. late of Com-
pany I, Ninety-second Reglment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Minna Bechtold, former widow of Frederick Dorr, late
of Company C, Fourth Regiment, and Company G, Thirty-sixth Regi-
ment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lillie May Fifield, helpless and dependent daughter of
Il‘onrr Fifield, late of Company D, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Kdna May Willlamson, helpless and dependent daughter
of Horace Williamson, late of Seventh Independent Battery Ohio
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Mary M. Hancock, former wldow of Granville 8. Han-
cock, late of Company H, Thirtieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and Pay bher_a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Harding, former widow of ban N. Harding,
alias Newton Hardin, late of Company A, One hundred and thirty-
second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Margaret A. Davis, widow of Wilson H, Davis, late of
Company F, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

he name of William Buckwheat, jr., helpless and dependent son of
Benona Sarazin, allas Willlam Buckwheat, late of Company A, Onpe
hundred and thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pag‘ him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

he name of Charlotte I. Mallory, widow of John A. Mallory, late
of Company B, Third Battalion, Eighteenth Regiment United States
Infantry, and Company A, One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment
OhlothVolumaer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Mary L. Lake, widow of Joseph 8. Lake, late of Com-
pany F, Twentieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
poimfton at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is nmow re-
ceiving.

The name of Lucretia A. Crum, widow of Amos Crum, late second
lientenant of Guthrie's unattached Company A, Pennsylvania Drafted
Militia I]lfﬂ.ntl?'. and pay her a pension at the rate of § 0 per month.

The name of Krances M. Venable, widow of George F. Venable, late
of Company A, SBecond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a Pous!un at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving,

The name of Cynthia M. Bowles, widow of Justns C. Bowles, late
of Company K, Ninety-second Regiment [Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth Morand, widow of Alfred L. 8. Morand, late
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Cornelia F. Huckins, former widow of Jeremiah J.
Hathaway, late of Company B, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinoiz Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien
of that she is now receivh:g.

The name of Matilda M. Whitaker, widow of Robert D. Whitaker, late
of Company A, Twenty-cighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that
ghe is now receiving.

The name of Azubath Srofe, widow of John U. Srofe, late first

lieutenant Company E, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a on at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is
ng.
The name of Margaret J. Cramp, widow of William N. Cram}), late
of Company D, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name ‘of Carrie F. Titus, former widow of Daniel Whitman, alias
David Whitman, late of United States ship Little Ada, United States
Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Margaret W. Mitchell, widow of Walter P. Mitchell,
late of Captain Thatcher’'s Independent Company, Pettis County Mis-
souri Home Guard, and Company C, Fortieth Regiment Enrolled Mis-
souri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Katharine Partridge, helpless and depemndent daughter
of Wesley Partridge, late of Company B, Thirty-six Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Maria Mellinger, former widow of Willinm K. Meliinger,
late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriett U. Bland, widow of George W. Bland, late of
Company B, Sixth Regiment, and Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment,
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Anna A, Pearson, former widow of Willlam Cooper, late
of Company F, One hundred and fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and %m_\- her a pension at the rate of %30 per month,

The name of Margaret M. Tennant, former widow of Edward J. Cad-
well, late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Cora F. Mitchell, helpless and dependent daughter of
Seth W, Mitchell, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Massa-
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that ehe is now receiving.

The name of Carrie . Washburn, helpless and dependent daughter
of John Washburn, late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Regiment, and
Company D, Thirty-sixth Regiment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she
iz now receiving.

The name of Mary Redfield, widow of Daniel W. Redfield, late of
Company K, Oné hundred and forty-ei%l'.th Regiment New York Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth A. Bnook‘ helpless and dependent daughter of
Dunbar Snook, late of Company E, Second Regiment New Jersey Vol-
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth J. Atherton, widow of Benjamin Atherton, late
of Company B, Seventeenth Hegiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she
is now receiving.

The name of Surah C. Armstrong, former widow of James Clark, late
of Companies I and D, Forty-first Regiment United States Colored Vol-
unteer Infantry, nnd pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Catherine Iartless, widow of Thomas Hartless, late of
Company C, Eleventh Regiment, and Company D, Fourth Regiment
Illincis Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

The name of Margaret J. Miller, former widow of Jacob Benson, late
of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Ella A. Pollard, widow of Judson N. Pollard, late of
Company B, One hundred and fortieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In-
fantry, and scout and spy, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Rose E. Wicofl, widow of Joseph Wicoff, late of (‘om-
pany C, Cavalry Battalion, Mississippi Marine Brigade, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Caroline Pemberton, widow of Uriah Pemberton, late
of Company G, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Roberta K. Havelick, former widow of Oswald I1. Rosen-
bhaum, late of Company (, One hindred and twenty-third Regiment Ohio
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month,

The name of Martha J. Hilliard, former widow of Jesse H. Hudson,
late of Company A, One hundred and sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Huldah A. Budd, former widow of Charles W. Stewart,
late of Compan{ F, Eleventh Regiment, and Compan}r K, One hundred
and seventy-fifth Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name gf Jane E. Wilcox, widow of Henry F. Wilcox, late of
Company H, Eighth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Luella M. Peterson, widow of Benjamin F. Peterson, late
of Becond Battery, First Battalion Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pay her a pension at the rite of $30 per month.

{‘he name of Adell J. nglws. widow of Nelson B. Bquires, late of
Company K, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Charlotte I. Jobpson, former widow of Willlam M, Kist,
late of Company D, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Indiana Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Ruth Gunsallus, helpless and dependent daughter of John
Gunsallus, late of Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Estelle Palmer, widow of George H, Palmer, late of Com-
pany G, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and Company A,
Eighty-third Refiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Cox, widow of James L. Cox, late of Company H,
Sixty-third Reglment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary J. Martin, widow of William 8. Martin, late of Com-
pany H, Sixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriet J. Weodbury, now Dutton, former widow of
Everett T. Woodbury, late of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Michigan
Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Kittie Rickabaugh, widow of John G. Rickabaugh, late of
Company I, Eighteenth Regiment JIowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,
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The name of Laura Jane Handshy, widow of Elijah 8. Handshy, Iate
of Company I3, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Henry Brooks, late a nurse, United States General Hospl-
tal, Wheat Philadelphia, P’a., and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Agnes M. Sims, widow of Lafayette Sims, late of Company
G, Sixty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
glon at the rate of $35 Eer month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Diantha Barnes, widow of Andrew J. Barnes, late of
Third Battery, Vermont Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Harriet E. Lightburn, widow of J h A, T. hiburn,
late brigadier general, Second Brigade, Second Division, Fifteenth Army
Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lieu of that
ghe is now receiving.

The name of Angeline MeVickers, widow of John C. McViekers, late of
Com[‘mny 1, Twelfth Regiment Oh.fn Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of 330 per month.

The name of Ellen Ragan, former widow of Francis M. Ragan, late of
Company G, Tblrtﬁ;ﬁfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her 2 pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Permelia Reeves, widow of John D, Reeves, late of Com-
pany B, First Regiment Tennessec Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Otis Henry Cook, helpless and dependent son of Frederick
Cook, late of Company 1, Eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy
Artlliery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Margaret A. Stobie, widow of George W. Stoble, late of
Company G, Eighth Regiment Illineis Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a nslon at the rate of $30 manth.

he name of Louisa C, SBoutherland, widow of James C. Southerland
late of Capt. Gilbreath'’s companty of Alabama Scouts and Guides, and
pn;_ her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Amanda A, Osborn, former widow of Luther Seagrove,
late of Comsmnty , One hundred and eighteenth R ent, Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Alice Benl{am, former widow of Joseph Hammel, late
of Compnn?* C, Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer lnfantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Dow Edwards, helpless and dependent son of John Ed-
wards, late of Comzmny ¥, NInet{«elgbth R ent . Illinols Volunteer
Infantry, and pa,i:h m a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Etta F. Pickens, helpless and dependent daughter of
John D. Plekens, late of Company C, Second Regiment Maine Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving,

The name of Rachel J. Harland, widow of Willlam J. Harland, late
of Company Fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

{‘he name of Emma J. McCumsey, widow of Isaac N. McCumsey
late of Company I, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
Company C, Seventh Regiment Veteran V&luuteer Reserve Corps, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of F. W. Gerding, late special agent, Ordnance rtment,
Unitgl States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
manth.,

The name of Isaac R. Rains, helpless and dependent son of John
M. Rains, late of Company C, Second Regiment Tennessee Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien

o s st rnfwnnmé’m Sate of C D, Forty-fourth Regiment
e name of Jol ee e of Company D, Forty- en
fﬂn , and glaim a pension at the rate of

r,
Missouri Volunteer In
P I.Xagim without further deduction or

$50 per month, the same to be
rebate on aeccount of former a erroneous payments or overpay-
ments of pension,

The name of Chloe A. Bennett, helpless and dependent daughter of
Rolley E. Bennett, late of Company G, Ninetieth ment Ohio Volun-
teer fnfantr_\f, and pay her a penn{on at the rate of $§20 per month in
lien of that she is now v dg.

The name of Mollie Reck, widow of William L. Reck, late of Com-
pany C, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try. and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha Garrett, widow of David Garrett, allas David
Gard, late of Company F, Eighty-third R ent United States Colored
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lHen of that she is now receiving : Pr ed, That in the event
of the death of Bessie Garrett, helpless and dependent daughter of said
Martha and David Garrett, the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine : Provided further, That in the event of the death
of Martha Garrett the name of said Bessie Garrett shall be placed on
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of
said Martha Garrett. L3

The name of Frank R. Garland, helpless and dependent son of
Sherebiah Garland, late of Company D, First Regiment New Hamp-
shire Vo]unt&;«;]r Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of

20 r month.
: "I‘l'll;t}:e name of Hattie E. Gilliland, widow of John M. Gilliland, late
of Company G, Seventh t California Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Georgia Tuley, widow of David Tuley, late of Company
A, Ninth Regiment, and Company A, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volun-
tesr Cavalry, and pay her a pension’at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Samuel Durham, helpless and dependent son of John
N. Durham, late of Company B, Forty-eighth ment Kentucky Vol-
unteer Mgunted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month.

The name of Catharine Dunean, former widow of James W. Ulmer,
late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay ber n pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Delia T. Owen, widow of John 8. Owen, late of Com-

ny C, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment New York Volunteer
Y::fnrll'_r}'. and ¥a.v her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of BEffie Dean, former widow of Andrew Watery, late of
Company K, Second Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Pauline Ette, former widow of Wolf Becht, late of Com-

ny A, Carondolet Battalion, United States Reserve Corps, ourl
rds, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 1{}er month.
The name of ura A. Moore, widow of William T. Moore, late of

Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infanf:ry. and

U. 8. 8. Allegheny and Chicopee, United States Navy, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month, :

The name of Anna Jenkins Dennis, widow of Charles P. Dennis, late
of Company ¥, Forty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

e name of Harrlet A. Green, former widow of Franecis E. S8kinner,
late of Company I and Company H, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pag her a pension at the rate of $30 &er month,

The name of Jacob H. Martz, late of Company D, Second R
Potomae Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay
pension at the rate of $30 ﬁr month,

The name of Sarah J. mpter, former widow of Carter Sumpter,
late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Vol-
unteer Inmntr{ and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah H. Burke t, widow of John Burkett, late of Com-

any C, Nineteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
er a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary Ellen R. Hatch, widow of Perry Hatch, late of
Company D, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
gec pﬂ}gon at the rate of $35 per month in leu of that she 1s now

eiving.

The name of Hannah A. Clark, helpless and dependent daughter of
Leander Clark, late of Company G, One hundred and twenty-third
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in licu of that she is now recalvlngi. .

The name of Lucinda Hollowell, former widow of Washington Stroud,

A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Velunteer In-
er a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

ent
im a

late of Compan
fn:':l_try. and pay

he name of Myrtle L. Hart, hel&leu and endent daughter of
Charles Ha late of Company E. Eighty-sixth t New York
Volunteer Infantry, and ¥y ber a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now vin

B.
The name of C{l thia M. James, former widow of George E. Stomne,
late of Company H, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and fmy her a pension at the rate of $35 per
month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah A, Vaughan, former widow of James BE. Vaughan,
late of Fifteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Lﬂuﬁ L. box, widow of William W. Tarbox, late of
Company G, Tenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her la.h]g];:uen.slu:m at the rate of $35 per month in llen of that she is now
recelving. .

The name of Susannah Sprague, widow of John Sprague, late of
Company A, Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a p?n?ion at the rate of $35 per month In lieu of that she is now
receiving. ;

The name of Kate Bressler, widow of Martin Bressler, late of Com-
pany A, Fiftieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of Bso r month,

The name of Margaret P, hu:g,e former widow of Luther R. Black,
late of Company E, One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Indiana
ka.'l'.:l;tm Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Jane Jadwin, widow of Benjamin Jadwin, late of Com-
pany B, Ninetieth Regiment Ohic Volunteer Infantry, and Twenty-
second Independent Battery, Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery. and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Minnie Points, e(l’pleus anfl dependent daughter of
Abraham Points, late of Company C, Forty-second Reiiment issouri
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now recei A

TheHnaIg;a o!tgmmn Sewf!%. ;;Idowvo%' 'Batmfnr(t:i Selv;;n. Iﬁte of l?mn-
pany H, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in Heu of that shg ,irs now

The name of Rosetta M. J. Tischer, helpless and dependent daughter
of Christian Tischer, late of Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a on at the rate of $20 per month in lien
of that she is now recei

The name of Mary E. Thomas, former widow of Benjamin F. Magner,
late of Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Rebecca Murphy, former widow of Wilber H. Eldridge,
late of Company G, First ment Maine Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a fpensinn at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth May, widow of Willlam C, May, late of Com-
pany F, Tenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of %32 per month.

The name of Adella ston, widow of Arago Easton, late of Com-
g:ny B, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay

rua.ipenslon at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Susan Langer, widow of Isaac Lunqer, late of Companies
E and A, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

e name of Sarah A. Burgess, former widow of Thomas Ghere, late
of Company E, Ninety-elghth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of ry L. lor, former widow of Charles W. Brickell,
late of Company D, Sixty-second Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
i8 now receiving.

The name of Sarah M. Doan, widow of William F. Doan, late of
Company D, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

Ehe name of Mary A. Ochs, widow of Jmlih Ochs, late of Compan
C, Sixteenth Regiment, and Company I, Third Regiment, New %r{
Volunteer Cavalri, and pay her a on at the rate of per month
in lieu of that she is now recelving: d, That in the event of
the death of Nellie M. Ochs, helpless and dependent daughter of said
Mary A. and Joseph Ochs, the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine ;: Provided further, That in the event of the death
of Mary A, Ochs the name of said Nellle M. Ochs shall hetpinced on
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen-
glon laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
death of sald Mary A. Ochs,

The name of Melissa O. Downs, widow of Georf‘e Downs, late of
Company D, Second Regiment Missourl Volunteer Light Artillery, and

pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
.’fhe name of Mary A. Nichols, widow of Edwin Nichols, late of
Company C, ty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and

en
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lleu of that she
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is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Harry
A. Nichols, helpless and dependent son of said Mary A, and Edwin
Nlchols, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided further, That in the event of the death of Mary A.
Nichols the name of said Harry A. Nichols shall be placed on the
ension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
aws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of
said Mary A. Nichols.

The nnme of Anna Bell Wyvill, helpless and dependent daughter
of Thomas G. Wyvlill, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-
elghth Regiment New York Volunteer {Dfanh’f, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Sylvia Hitcheock, widow of George A, Hitcheock, late
of Company A, ond Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pnfv[. her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Rhoda A, Gambee, widow of Charles B. Gambee, late
colonel Fifty-fifth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
permlioirt:| at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
recelving.

The name of Emma F. Smyth, former widow of John A. Smyth, jr.,
late of Company B, One hundred and seventy-seventh Hegiment Penn-
glﬂmn.ia Vo ttilntee: Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of

per month,

The name of Samuel F. Mitchell, helpless and dependent son of
Richard P, Mitchell, late of Iirst Regiment Tennessee Volunteer
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in leu of that he is now receiving.

The name of John Pennington, helpless and dependent son of
Eliphalet R. Pennington, late of Company F, One hundred and seyen-
teenth Regiment Indlana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Rebecea Johnson, widow of John Johnson, late of
Company E, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer infnntry,
and pay her a penslon at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that
ghe Is now receiving.

The name of Lucy A. Dodson, former widow of Alexander A. Hol-
gtine, late of Company F, Sixth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Mis-
souri Militin, and pay her a pension at the rate of £30 per month,

The name of izabeth Rankin helFlesa and dependent daughter
of John Rankin, late of Company B E ghty-eighth efillment Pennsyl-
vanin Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $20
per month thmuﬁh a du(‘lj)' appointed guardian,

The name of Robert C. Pollock, late of Compa.n{ E, Sixteenth Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month, .

The name of Marlv F. Russell, widow of Alfred W. Russell, late of
Company F, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Engineers and Me-
chanies, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Nanri{ ummers, widow of Joseph A. Summers, late of
Company E, Sixth Regiment West Virginla Volunteer Infantry, and
Pny her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she
B NOW rece vin%.

The name of Phebe Morgan, widow of John H. Morgan, late of
Company ¥, Seventy-eighth R ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Rosa Fitzpatrick, widow of William Fitzpatrick, alias
Michael O'Brean, late of Company C, Fourth Regiment New Jersey
Volunteer Infantry, and Company L, Second Regiment New Jersey
Volunteer Cavalry, and p%{y her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary 5. Runion, former widow of James T. Newberry,
late of Company E, Forty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a Ehenslon at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elizabeth Weeks, widow of Samuel B, Weeks, late of
Company K, Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $£30 per month.

The name o? Mattie L. Wade, helpless and dependent daughter of
Francis M, Loud, late of Company H, Twelfth Reglment Massachusetts
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Esther- A. Van Camp, widow of James H. Van Camp,
late of Company I, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a ension at the rate o $30 per month,

The name of Eliza Gnatz, widow of Paul H. Gnatz, alias Paul T,
Ochs, late of Compan‘y A, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav-
alry, and Company H, One bundred and seventy-eighth Regiment New
Yorkh\r‘olumeer Infantry, and pay ber a pension at the rate of $30 per
month,

The name of Joanna Gloster, widow of John Gloster, late of Com-
pany D, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany F, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
o p(;nition at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Richard M, Johnson, late of Company B, One hundred
and ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteeny Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The pame of Anna D. Abel, widow of Willilam A. Abel, late of Com-
pany E, Bixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The ‘name of Oscar MecPike, helpless and dependent son of John
McPike, late of Company D, Fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, -

The name of Frederick 8, Chamberlin, helpless and dependent son
of Henry N. Chamberlin, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment Wiscon-
sin tT-;J-::I!.mteer Cavalry, and pay him a 'pensfon at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of Edith Butler, widow of John Butler, late of Company
A, Ninth Re)%lment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary A. Watts, former widow of John T. Baker, late
of Company F, One hundred and fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Flora Walls, helpless and dependent daughter of George
Walls, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Rle.lsaourl Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Cravens, former widow of Benjamin Parker,
late of Company A, Eitﬁhth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pa{_ her a pension at the rate of §30 per month. :

he name of Isabella Martin, former widow of William sgstch. late
of Company A, Second Batmion. Bixteenth Regiment United States
Yolunteer Infantry, and ?ny her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Barah Prim, widow of George Prim, late of Company.H,
Ninety-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Amanda Tranger, widow of Paul Trauger, Iate of Com-
pany C, Forty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month, .

The name of Clerissa Beil, widow of Thomas M. Bell, late of Com-
pany D, One hundred and second Regiment Illinois Volunfeer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Isabelln FHolt, former widow of Orren J. Holt, late of
Company II, Twelfth Kegiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Janett Millage, widow of Abraham Millage, late lands-
man Un:;:,cd States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Alice H. Bryant, widow of Permenus Bryant, late of
Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Vasthena Burger, widow of Jacob Burger, late of
Company E, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and ¥ her a pension at the rate of $4 r month in leu of tlmf
she is mow receivluF: Provided, That in the event of the death of
Glennie Burger, helpless and dependent son of said Jacob and Vasthena
Burger, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided further, That in the event of the death of Vasthena
Burger the name of safd Glennie Burger shall be placed on the pen-
slon roll, sub, to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws
at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said
Vasthena Burger.

The name of Jennie D. Matteson, former widow of David Johns,
late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 %{i month,

The name of Louira Taylor, widow of ward Taylor, late of Com-
%any K, One hundred and pineteenth Regiment United States Colored

olutt]:.lteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Maria L. Gill, widow of John Gill, late of Company I,
One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Alice G. Donze, widow of Charles ¥. Donze, known as
Charles F. Douze, late of Company A, Thirty-eighth F ment Ohio
Yolunteer Infantry, and pay her n pension at the rate of £30 per month,

The name of Lenora A. Simmons, former widow of William ¥, Baker,
late of Company F, One hundr and thirty-first Regiment Illinois
'?olurtllteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of John L. B. Breighner, helpless and dependent son cf
Francis Breighner, late of Company F, Ninety-first Regiment Pennsyl-
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that 'he is now receiving.

The name of Savannah Noll, widow of George Noll, late of Com-
pany G, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pm'uilt;n at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Delilah J. Feist, widow of Albert Feist, late of Com-
pany D, Fifteenth Hegiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §30 month.

The name of Euphrates Huoff, widow of John A. Huff, late of the
U. 8. B. Tyler, Western Gunboat Flotilla, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jemima Trueax, widow of George M. Trueax, late of
Company A, Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a sion at the rate of month.

The nams of L{ve ia L. Clark, widow of Calvin W. Clark, late of
Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her ia. igension at the rate of $35 per month in liem of that she is now
receiving.

The name of William Blades, late of Company B, Permanent Bat-
talion, Camp Russell, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and unasstﬁeﬂ,
Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a
pengion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Emma L. Crysler, widow of David Crysler, late of
Company I, One hundred and twenty-second Regiment New York
Voluillllteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate, of $30 per
month.

The name of Malinda B, Glidewell, widow of William Glidewell, late
of Company B, Twenty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infauntry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving. .

The name of Elizabeth Marlatt, widow of Jacob Marlatt, late of
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay ber
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Sarah Virginia Pollard, widow of Allison W. Pollard,
late of Company K, Seventeenth Regiment Kenh:lckg Yolunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate o 230 per month.

The name of John Minahan, alias John Bagley, late of Companly K,
Righth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §40 per month.

The name of Adam e, late of Company A, First Regiment Ohio
Vo!utxlnlteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of Esmeralda C. Adams, former widow of Albert H. But-
trick, late landsman, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lysa B. Ringold, widow of Benjamin B. Ringcld, late
colonel, One hundred and third Regiment New York Velunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving,

The name of Ma t 1. Relder, widow of Emanuel Reider, late of
Company C, Forty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Joseph Reider,
helpless and dependent son of said Margaret I. and Emanuel Reider,
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine:
Provided further, That in the event of the death of Margaret I.
Relder, the name of said Joseph Reider shall be placed on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at
the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said
Margaret I. Reider.

The name of Julia A. Birge, widow of Wilbur W, Birge, late of
Company I, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heay Artlilery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that
ghe is now recelving,

The name of Peter Neta‘nlata of Company A, Fifty-fourth
and Company D, Becond Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Heavy
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month.

ment,
illery,
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The name of Mary J. Milier, widow of James Miller, late of Com-
ﬁan_r H. Eleventh Regiment I'ennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
er in iponslou at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Kate M. Henry, widow of Charles V. Henry, late first
licutenant amd regimental quartermaster, Ninety-first Re ent New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of §30
per month in lieu of that she is now recely n?'

The name of Alzina 8, Swobe, widow of Thomas Swobe, late of
Company E, Twelfth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and late
lieutenant colonel, United States Army, retired, and pay T A n-
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Idella Norton, widow of John Norton, late of Com-
pany I, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of Almera
Norton, helpless and dependent dnulghter of said Idella and John
Norton, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and de-
iermine : Procvided further, That in the event of the death of Idella
Norton the name of said Almera Norton shall be placed on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at
the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said
Idella Norton.

The name of Hannah . Ritter, former widow of John C. Edington,
late of Company E, Twenty-ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Annie lloover, helpless and dependent daughter of Jacob
IHoover, late of Compani; T, Hingold Battalion, and Company A,
Twenty-second Regiment, Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

he name of Igdiu Lenora Henson, widow- of Thomas J. Henson,
late of Company E, Fifty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sarah J. Handy, widow of Edward 8. Handy. late of
Company I, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of §40 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Florence
E. Handy, helpless and dependent daughter of said Sarah J. and
Edward 8. Handy, the additional nsion herein granted shall cease
and determine : Provided further, That in the event of the death of
Harah J. Handy, the name of said Florence E. Handy shall be placed
on ihe Il)ension roll, subjeet to the provisions and limitations of the
pension laws at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
death of said Sarah J. Handy.

The name of Mary M. Gunsolus, former widow of Mathew M. Gun-
solus, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martin MeDermott, helpless and dependent son of
Michael MeDermott, late of Company I, One hundred and sixtieth Regi-
ment New York Voiunleer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jay Cobb, helglm and dependent son of Charles Cobb,
late of Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Mary A, Kimball, former widow of James W. Kimball,
late of Company B, Fifth Regiment, and Company G, Twentieth Regi-
ment, Connecticut Volunteer nfantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month. _ -

The name of Margaret A, Kinney, widow of Jireh Kinney, late unat-
tached Twenty-third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month, :

%ho name of Margret Osborn, widow of Henry Osborn, late of Com-
[)an_\' E, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment New York Volunteer
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving,

The name of Reuben E. Lawrence, late of Company G, One hundred
and twenty-ninth Regiment Illinoiz Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $40 per month,

The name of Elizabeth A. Hinman, widow of Walter C. Hinman, late
of Company (, Twentieth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Cordelia D. Maynard, widow of Chauncey J. Maynard,
late of Company C, Thirty-first Regiment Jowa Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Catherine E. Brinkman, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of Joseph Brinkman, late of Company E, Fortieth Regiment Mis-
souri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Honus W. Fontaine, hel[:lcms and dependent son of
Simon Fontaine, late of Company I, Thirty-seventh Regiment, and
Company K, Twentieth Regiment, Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Louis K. Lewis, helpless and dependent son of Alex-
ander Lewis, late of Compan (', One hundred and forty-fourth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $20 per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Letitia A. Clifford, widow of Emery W. Clifford, late of
Company (, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a f:usinn at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Emma M. Johnson, widow of Arthur M. Johnson, late
of Company E, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Tracy M. John-
son, helpless and dependent son of said Emma M. and Arthur M. John-
son, the aﬂdltlonangenslon herein granted shall cease and determine :
Provided further, at in the event of the death of Emma M. Johnson
the name of saild Tracy M. Johnson shall be placed on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the
rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of said Emma
M. Johnson.

The name of Margaret Steele, widow of Edward Steele, late of Com-
pany I, Twelfth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and Com-
pany @, First Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Ieavy Artillery, and
pu{’ her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Sarah Blackburn, widow of James Blackburn, late of
Company G, Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pn{‘ er a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

he name of Nancy J. Markham, former widow of Orville W. Smith,
late of the Ninth Independent Bath'ry. Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Anna M. Amer, former widow of Joseph Amer, late of
Company K, One hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Caroline Miller, widow of Herman J. Miller, late of
Company I, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Travis H. Stilwell, helpless and dependent son of Lewis
A, Btilwell, late of Company B, Twenty-cighth Regiment Illinois Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Lydia A. Gaines, former widow of Alvis Fields, late of
Comgany C, Second Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light Artillery, and
pai_ er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Frederieke C. Anderson, widow of Asbury E. Anderson,
late of Company B, Ninth Re%lment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary J. Otto, helpless and dependent daughter of
Lmlwlg, aliag Louis, Otte, late of Company I, Seventy-second Regiment
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in leu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mattie Shepherd, helpless and. dependent daughter of
Ira Shepherd, late of Company K, One hundred and twenty-third Regi-
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Eliza M. Keyes, former widow of %runcls II. Rasey, late
of Company (', Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary J. McDonald, widow of Luke McDonald, late of
Company B, Second Battalion, Nineteenth Regiment United States In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Clara A. Harlow, helpless and dependent daughter of
Iyilllam A. Harlow, late of Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Indiana
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Angelia Meredith, widow of Willlam H. Meredith, late
acting chlef engineer United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Amanda E. Buck, former widow of Elias Harvey, late of
Company A, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of 'ﬁlo per month,

The name of Mary Reynol widow of Levi Reynolds, late of Com-
pany F, Twelfth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pen_reﬂon at therrgllo”or s\:‘iouper month.

_The name of Mellssa 8, Lee, widow of Gideon E. Lee, late of Compan
K, Sixteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her amen,f
sion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving:
Provided, That in the event of the death of Lucy L. Lee, helpless and
dependent daughter of snid Melissa 8. and Gideon E. Lee, the additional

nsion herein granted shall cease and determine: Pravided further,

hat in the event of the death of Melissa S, Lee, the name of said
Lucy L. Lee shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from
an‘rIi‘hartor the td%’tlf lnif llt{aathugt so.h} Melissa 8. Lee. !

& name o ebie Hamilton, widow of George W. Hamilton, 1
Company F, Fortieth Regiment, and Company G, Fifty-first inl:l'::l':'nc't|.r
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per
month in lieu of that she is mow receiving: Provided, That in the
event of the death of Georgie A. Hamilton, helpless and dependent
daughter of said George W. lHamilton, the additional pension herein
granted shall cease and determine: And provided further, That in the
event of the death of Phebie Hamilton, the name of the said Georgie
A. Hamilton shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provi-
sions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month,
from and after the date of death of said Phebie Hamilton,

The name of Willlam N. Bridges, helpless and dependent son of
Joseph Bridges, late of Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lieu of that he is mow receiving,

The name of Martha J. McCleary, widow of James Il, McCleary, late
of Company G, Twenty-second Regiment United States Colored Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Rissie Swords, widow of Willlam H. Swords, late of
Company K, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is
now receiving.

The name of George W. Burk, late of Company F, Fifty-eighth Regi-
?3%“ Imnolst;'olunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

per month.

The name of John T, Fleener, helpless and ﬂﬂ;fndent son of Samuel
W. Fleener, late of Company G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Indiana Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 peér month in
lieu of that he is now n-c.eivlnlg.

The name of Cora A. Trueblood, widow of Freeland Trueblood, late
of Company C, One hundred and thfrty-mventh Regiment Indiana Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of David Sedore, helﬁlem and dependent child of Isaac
Sedore, late of Company A, Third eflmtmt Michigan Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay him a pension at the raie of $20 per month,

The name of Julia I, Plerrepont, former widow of Charles A. Barnum,
late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a nens[on at the rate of 330 per month.

The name of Maranda Stanfield, widow of Horatio €. Stanfield, late
of Company G, One hundred and tenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month In lieu of
that she is now receiving: Provided, That in the event of the death of
Myrtle Stanfield, helpless and dePendent daughter of sald Maranda
and Horatio C. Stanfield, the additional pension herein granted shall
cease and determine : Provided further, That in the event of the death
of Maranda Stanfield, the name of said Mﬁrtle Stanfield shall be placed
on the ?enslon roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the
pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
death of sald Maranda Stanfield.

The name of Sophie P. Iarris, widow of James N. IMarris, late of
Company C, Bixty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now recelving: Provided, That in _the event of the death of John
Edward IHarris, helpless and dependent son of said James N. Harris,
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And
provided further, That in the event of the death of Sophie P. Harris,
the name of said John Edward Harris shall be 1!plasu:ecl on the pension
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at

;}m rate of $20 per month from and after the death of said Sophie P,
arris. .

The name of Martha Ruebel, former widow of Jacob Zeut, allas Joseph
Sente, late of Company F, Twenty-ninth Regiment, and Company I,
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Thirty-second Regiment, Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of sho fer month,.

The name of Maria C, Sinclair, widow of Sidney F. Sinclair, late of
Company G, One hundred and eighty-eighth ment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of
that she is now receiving.

The name of Harriet L. Potter, widow of Edward 1. Potter, late
captain and commodore, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at
the rate of $§40 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Luecy A. Leach, widow of Welcome . Leach, late of
Company B, Becond Regiment United States Sharpshooters, and Com-
pany G, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of §30 per month.

The name of Florence Maxey, helpless and dependent daughter of
Henry L. Maxey, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Lulu M. Jones, helpless and dependent daughter of
Samuel T. Jones, late of Company A, Eightieth Regiment Illinols Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lien of that she is now receiving. ]

The name of Lavina Humphrey, widow of Willlam J. Humphrey, late
of Company K, One hundred and twelfth Regiment, and Company A,
Sixty-fifth Regiment, Illinois Volunteer Infaniry, and pay her a -
glon at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Moessner, widow of Christopher F. Moessner,
late of Company Becond Regiment Minmesota Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving. :

The name of David O. SBpencer, helpless and dependent son of Oliver
8pencer, late of Company C, Fortieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Annie Belle Gaunt, helpless and dependent danghter of
Nev Gaunt, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving.

Tlge name of Martha I, MeGinnis, widow of Joseph M. McGinnis, late
of Company D, Ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 month.

The name of John E. Markley, late of Company B, Sixty-eighth
Regiment, and Company K, One hundred and ninety-seventh Regiment,
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month,

The name of Mary J. Van Denbergh, widow of Jacob Van Denbergh,
late of Company D, One hundred and twentieth Regiment New York
;g;utgteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per

The name of Nancy J. Clark, widow of Thomas J. Clark, late of Com-
pany K, One hundred and eighth Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a 1:pen.slon at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jane McMahon, widow of Matthew McMahon, late of
Company D), Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ber a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Zora Hockman, helpless and dependent daughter of
Aaron Hockman, late of Company F, Eighty-first Regiment Indiana
xnll.lt:‘;feer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per

on i

The name of Callie B. Boatright, widow of John T. Boa ht, late
of Company A, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

e name of George T. Baldwin, helpless and dependent son of
William L. Baldwin, late of Company K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Iowa
Vo!ntl‘l:teer Infantry, and pay h a pension at the rate of $20 per
month,

The name of James Warren, late of Company B, Thirty-seventh
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month, 1

The name of Catharine Maconaughay, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of James Maconauﬂh%y late of Company G, Tweo hundred and fifth
Regiment Pennsylvania ‘olunteer Infantry, and pay her a sion at
ithe rate of $20 &ﬁ; month in lien of that she i3 mow receiving.

The name of rles W, Smith, late of Company H, First Regiment
Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mary A. Slack, widow of M us I). Black, late of Com-
gany K, Thirteenth Regiment Michizan Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er laipension at the rate of $35 per month in licu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Eva McNett, former widow of Jacob B. MeNett, late
assistant surgeon, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Annie J. Page, widow of rge W, Pag:. late of inde-

ndent company, Dennison Guard, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
ggr' a pension at the rate of ﬁm per month.

The name of Amanda B. Birch, widow of J. J. C. Birch, late acting
medical ecadet, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate
of $30 per month.

The name of John Wilson, late of Company D, Third Regiment Ken-
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pemsion at the rate of §72
per month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Rebecea Horine, widow of George M, Horine, late of
Company I, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indlana Volunteer
Infantry, and j!my her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Bertha Blanch Weimer, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of John 8. Weimer, late of Company F, Ninety-ninth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunieer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate
B ik Bhauin. Tate of Campdny O SYCRARE Bastamnt

e name of Ezra Shank e of Co : -first Regimen
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and Company lP.a%eventh Regiment United
States Tglunte@r Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month.

The name of Sibria Armstrong, former widow of James M. Lawren
late of Company I, Fourth -Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounte
Infantry, and Fay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Alice West, helpless and dependent daughter of Sylves-
ter D. West. late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regi-
ment Ohie Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$20 per month,

The name of Sarah J. Bates, widow of Geo Bates, late of Com-«

ny H, Forty-eighth Regiment Missourl Volunteer Infantry, and pay
Eﬁr a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary F. Lake. former widow of Joshua W. Lake, late of
Company C, One hundred and twenty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Iufantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Emma Park, helpless and dependent daughter of James
A, Park, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, _

The name of Isabella Gruver, widow of John A. Gruver, late of Com-
pany C, Tenth Regiment Illinols Velunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pen-
glon at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth 1. E. Duffield, helpless and dependent daugh-
ter of Thomas A. Duffield, late of Company B, Second Regiment Cali-
fornia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary L, Drake, former widow of John Herrington, late
of Company M, Ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth 8. Van Pelt, former widow of Gaines Brock,
late of Company G, Fifty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Harriet E. Ritter, widow of Austin Ritter, late of Com-
pany G, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elizabeth A. Tuttle, widow of Henry G. Tuttle, late of
Company B, Forty-first Regiment Missouri Velunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth A. Pease, widow of Dallas M. Pease, late of
Company A, Second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy Artil-
lerf' and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Emill_{ N. Wellman, widow of Norman Wellman, late of
Company A, Ninth Hegiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Loulsa Mawhiney, widow of William I, Mawhiney, late
of Company B, Eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer State Militia Cav-
alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of
that she is now recdviu{;: Provided, That in the event of the death of
John II. Mawhiney, helpless and dependent son of sald Willlam I. Maw-
hiney, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine:
Provided further, That in the event of the death of Lounisa Mawhiney, the
name of said John H, Mawhiney shall be placed on the pension roll, sub-
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
f{t s%? per month from and after the date of death of sald Louisa

awhiney,

The name of Emma L. Lindsay, widow of David A. Lindsay, alias
James D, Hamel, late of Company M, Tenth Regiment Tennessee Vol-
unteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Harriett Jordan, widow of Lindsey Jordan, late of Com-
pany D, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Cora B. Kelley, widow of James Kelley, late of Company
C, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of 830 per month.

The name of Adelia Mae Lee, widow of James E. Lee, late of Com-
pany D, First Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of ﬁo per month.

The name of Maggie Dona LlnEd, helpless and da dent -daunghter of
Joseph Lloyd, late of Company C, First Regimentegégnemee Volunteer
Light Artillery, and pn{kl}mr a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Istael Boyer, alins George Johnson, late of Company C,
Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of ?50 per month.

The name of Frank Halght, helpless and dependent son of Fred-
erick G. t, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth ment Michigan
Volunteer In trf' and Company K, First Regiment Veteran Reserve
Oom and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien
of t he is now recel ﬁ

The name of George H. Bowman, helpless and dependent son of
Abraham Bowman, late of Compan é, One hundred and ninety-second
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $20 month in lien of that he is now ng.

The name of Jessie G. Gilman, hegﬂm and dependent daughter of
Elbridge P. Gilman, late of Troop G, Fifth Re ent Uni States
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of V’&Lﬂh Zachary, widow of John Zachary, late of Com-

‘pany C, First Regiment Tennessce Volunteer Mounted Infantry, and

pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

e name of Samuel Pryor, late of Companz E, Thirteenth Regi-
ment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Jane M. Henderson, widow of Henry W. Henderson,
late of Company I, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pe'm;'ion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Peter Boyd, late of 'Compnn! F, Twelfth Regiment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at
the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Eugene Cunningham, helpless and dependent son of
Moses 8. Cunningham, late of Comgany ; Fortydhhge Regiment In-
diana vlg!llunteer nfaniry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §20
per month.

The name of Emaline C. Lindner, helpless and dependent daunghter
I S L T
vania Volun nfan 5 ¥ a on a rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. $

The name of Frances ¥. Parmater, former widow of John J. Par-
mater, late of Company A, Forty-eii_ihth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Intan{ry. and pay her a slon at the rate of £30 per month.

The name of Lillian Brown, helpless and dependent daughter of
Francis A, Brown, late of Company B, Bixteenth Regiment Connecti-
cut Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
B eo?" ok B hoyis, Beehs and depenent

e name of Jo . Broyles, pless and dependent son of He
Broyles, late of Comg:n L, %eventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cuu.lntf,r{
and Compa‘.:g B, Six ent Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a
pension at the rate of %ZUBFH month,

The name of SBarah E. Maurer, former widow of Isiah Miller, late of
Company G, Seventy-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a on at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Catherine Weber, former widow of Robert R. Martin,
late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,
and on at the rate of $30 per month.
na Lucas, former widow of Nathan Lucas, late of
cnmga.ny B, First ent M n Volunteer Light Artillery,
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

*be name of Nancy F. Taylor, widow of Thomas %:u'ra lor, late of
Company I, One hundred and -sixth Regiment Yilinols Volantesr
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $3% per month in llen
of that she is now receiving, g 3




7994

CON GRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. .

May 31,

The name of Elizabeth Beach, helpless and dependent daughter of
Williard O. Beach, late of Company I, One hundred and thirty-fourth
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, nand pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary Phillips, former widow of Orren W. Stanford,
Iate of Company A, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Callie Oberer, widow of John Oberer, late of Company C,
Fifteenth Re?"lment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sarah Cain, widow of James Caln, late of Company B,
Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving:
Provided, That in the event of the death of James (ain, helpleas and
dependent son of said James Cain, the additional pension herein granted
shall cease and determine: Provided further, That in the event of the
death of Sarah Cain the name of said James Cain shall be placed on
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations ot the pen-
sion laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
death of said SBarah Cain.

The name of Helenn Garges, helpless and dependent daughter of
Amandes Garges, late of Company A, Fifty-first Regiment PPennsylvania
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Lottie Banghman, widow of Isaianh Baughman, late of
Company C, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Emma E. Brown, helpless and dependent daughter of
Thomas Brown, late of Company H, One hundred and eighteenth Regi-
ment Penngylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month.

The name of Loretta Hosey, helTlcss and dependent daughter of James

R. Hosey, late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien
of that she is mow receiving.
. The name of Hannah Brantner, wilow of James 8. Drantiner, late
of Company B, Two hundred and eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantiry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rhoda Button, widow of James W. Button, late of
Company G, Ninety-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, any pay
her a pension at the rate of fso per month, y

The name of Martha L. Elliott, widow of Salathiel Elliott, pensioned
as Salathiel Ellet, late of Company E, Thirty-third Regiment Ohio Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sarah Mowry, former widow of Jasper Lanham, late of
Company M, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 2

The name of Emma Swalls, helpless and dependent daughter of Eli
Swalls, late of l:‘ompani E, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
‘per month in lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Zetta Swalls, helpless and dependent daughter of Eli
Swallg, late of Company E, One hundred and thirty-third Regiment
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving. %

The name of Sarah J. Parks, widow of Jasper N. Parks, late of Com-
pany B, Thirty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Mary Haremaker, widow of Peter Ifaremaker, late of
Company A, Fifty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Burton Walters, helpless and dependent son of Borda
Walters, late of Company K, Opne hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment
Illinois Volunteer Infnntr;il. aind pay hln}? pension at the rate of $20

r month in lieu of that he is now receiying.
peTho name of Fannie . Porter, widow of Daniel . Porter, late of
Company D, Third Battalion Rifles, Massachusetts Volunteer Militia
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in llen
of that she is now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death
‘of Charles S. Porter, helpless and dependent son of saild Daniel P,
Porter, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided furiher, That in the event of the death of Fannie E.
Porter the name of said Charles S, Porter shall be placed on the

nsion roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
aws, at the rate 0‘:! $20 per month from and after the date of death

said Fannie E. Porter.
'atThe name of Jane Burton, former widow of Maurice Buorton, late
‘of Company D, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Indiana Velun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary A. McGill, he’:j!:pl(-ss and dependent daughter of
James MecGill, late of Company B, Tenth Regiment Illineis Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of iiartha J. Jam widow of Leander M. James, late of
Company A, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving: Provided, That
death of Helen James, I:eli)less and dependent daughter of said
‘Leander M. James, the additional pension herein granted shall cease
and determine : Provided further, at in the event of the death of
Martha J. James, the name of said Helen James shall be placed on
the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen-
glon laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of
death of sald Martha J. James.

The name of Betsey Palmer Mason, former widow of William IT.
Palmer, late of Company F, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. '

The name of Rebecca E. Brown, former widow of James M. M.
Houston, late of Company L, First Regiment Tennessce Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a genslon at the rate of $30 month,

The name of Harrlett A. Lake, widow of Dewltt C. Lake, late of
Company F, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate otl§30 per month,

he name of Martha J. Sexton, helpless and dependent daughter of
Isanc Sexton, late of Company A, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer
Infantry, and Company E, Fourth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

e name of Edwin E. Warren, helpless and dependent son of
Edwin A. Warren, late of Compan{‘ , Nineteenth Regiment, and Com-
ny K, Seventeenth Regiment, Maine Voluoteer Infantry, and pay

im a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Mary E. Leroy, widow of Fred, alias Frederick, Leroy,
late of Company I, First Regiment United States Reserve Cor
Missouri MIilitia, and pay her a penslon at the rate of $30 per mnnﬁ:

in the event of the’

The name of Louisa Engelhardt, helpless and dependent daughter of
Henry Engelhardt, late of Company A, One hﬁgured al:ulB thirty-
eighth Regiment Ohio National Guard Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

('omh:]:;?ﬁl\e g‘flggfgakl\l’sioru. tolrmer ‘wli!awt' of }L‘hrnrlea Swordes, late of
’ B egiment Towa Volunteer Infantry, and 2
pemion at the rate of $30 per month. i st
v The name of Flora Heath, helpless and dependent daughter of
(._asr‘s:lnulrzlv l’!l(;adthp.ﬂ;n;ee 191' (om]:;any E,‘.t % hlrr{ Rc;gii.z)mnt Indiana Volunteer
- Y He nsion a I -
thaTthshe e nnv; l““ecoivtnl: e rate of $20 per month in lieu of
¢ name of Sarah N. Bolinger, widow of Jacob
watchman 17, 8. ram Fulton, Mississippi el o
a4 pension at the rate of $30 per mont
ceiving.

The name of Thompson 8. Lozaw, helpless and dependent son of
Samuel Lozaw, late of Company D, l-‘ourtg Independen% Battery, New
dersey Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in‘lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Mmcyﬁ C. Troupe, former widow of James L. Forgey,
late of Company L, Fifteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth Burﬁess. widow of George T. Burgess, late
of Company G, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The pame of Cassie R. Hatch, helpless and dependent daughter of
Albion I. atch, late of Company F, Twenty-fourth Regiment Maine
Volunteer Veteran Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Ii. Frost, widow of Charles L, Frost, late of Com-
pany I*, Seventy-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
':::,'r.‘;reig;inn at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she ls now re-

The name of Caroline St. Denis, widow of Gideon St nis, 1
(‘lolﬁpa:i?leg I atnd\l‘\' N‘lnety-semnd Re, g bty
sixth Regiment, New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a sion
at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is ng\\?recelvln‘g)?u
_The name of Josiah €. Iancock, helpless and dependent son of
Francis M. Hancock, late of Company I, Twenty-ninth Regiment In-
diana Voluntees Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Julia RRuth Bartlett, helfless and dependent daughter
of Sylvanus Bartlett, late of Company II, Elghtceutg ment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $2
in lieu of that she is now I'ef:eiv[n‘f.

Kn’{l"ll;li) hame of Lla‘g “’m’m}hr.dlwl uvi? g{ Adamd Wemgr. late of Capt.
8 company, sSeven ndiang 01, fA a, er a
the rate of $30 per month. e e

The name of Hiiza C. Ludwig, widow of Frank Ludwig, late of Com-
pany D, Third Battalion New York Volunteer Arﬂllerg. Com u.::uro D,
Second Regiment United States Cavalry, and Company F, elfth
Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lafayette Van Gundy, late of Company E, Fourteenth
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Sadie C. Steadman, former widow of Hezekiah N. Stead-
man, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio
\ollmhlt'or Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
maonth,

The name of IHunter C. Frampton, late of Company F, Third Regi-
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that he is now receiving, no de-
duetion or rebate to be made on account of former alleged overpayment
or erroneous payvments of pension. 1

The name of Helen B. Owen, widow of Robert 8. Owen, late of Com-
pany A, Third Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now re-
ceiving.

The name of Julia A, Barres, widow of Leander P. Barnes, late of
Company D), Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $80 per month.

{‘hp name of Sarah J. Pond, widow of Chandler II. Pond, late of
the Twenty-ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha Williams, widow of Joseph T. Wililams, late of
Company F, Forty-sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Mary E. Bowen, widow of George I. Bowen, late of
Company I, Fourteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Elizabeth M. Sager, widow of Garrett 8. Sager, late of
Company A, Seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Susan H. Orr, widow of Charles W. Orr, late of Com-
any C, Ninth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Volunteer
ilitia, and pay her a F‘ensimn at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Eva J. Plante, former widow of Louis Peipker, late of
Sixth Independent Com[mufr. Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Loretta McKee, helpless and . endent daunghter of
Amos McKee, late unassigned, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Heavy Artillery, and Pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Rosella Magee, helpless and dependent daughter of
James Magee, late of Company I, Sixty-second Regiment New York
Volunteer Infantry, and imy her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Harriet Sillman, widow of John F. Sillman, late of
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in licu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Laura Levenseler, helpless and dependent daughter of
Henry Levenseler, late of Company A, Twenty-second Regiment Massa-
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah A. Christy, widow of Thomas J. Chrlst{r, late of
Company C, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Sarah Keys, widow of William T. Keys, late of Com-
pany I, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer- Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

N. Bolinger, late
Marine Brigade, and pay her
in licu of that she is now re-

ment, and Company G, Ninety- |

per month -
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The name of James Bartram, late of Comﬂ:n)' C, Third Regiment
United States Volunteer Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $50 per month. .

The name of Burney E. Hall, helpless and dependent son of Elijah
P. Hall, late of Company D, Seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he
is now receiving.

The name of Harriette Skelton, willow of Samuel G, Skelton, late of
Company A, First Regiment Alabama Vidette Volunteer Cavalry. and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

Tlhte name of L“ﬁ J. Sheldon, widow of Charles M. Sheldon, late of
Company K, Third Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

‘he name of Catharine Lenz, widow of Solomon Lenz, late of Com-
pany F, Fifty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Intnntr‘s;, and pay her a
?ens[on at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv-
ng: Provided, That in the event of the death of Charles H. Lenz, help-
less and dependent sen of said Solomon Lenz, the additional pension
herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided further, That in
the event of the death of Catharine Lenz, the name of said Charles H,
Lenz shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and
limitations of the pension laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and
after the date of death of said Catharine Lens.

The name of Harriet H. Carmical, widow of John Carmical, late of
Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a m;.ni;ion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Susan Bedell, helpless and dependent daughter of David
E. Bedell, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment Iowa Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now moelvlngé

The name of Lounisa R. chtel, widow of Morgan &. Bechtel, late of
Company G, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. ¢

The name of Alida A. Marshall, widow of Joseph N. Marshall, late
of Company I, Ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv-
g : Provided, That in the event of the death of James E. Marshall, he:’g-
less and dependent child of said Joseph N. Marshall, $10 of the addi-
tional pension granted herein shall cease and determine : Provided fur-
ther, That in the event of the death of Armildred Marshall, heif o83
and dependent child of sald Joseph N. Marshall, $10 of the additional

nsion granted herein shall cease and determine: And f ovided fur-

her, That in the event of the death of Alida A. Marshall, the names
of James K, Marshall and Armildred Marshall shall be placed on the
pension roll, subjeet to the provisions and limitations of the pension
aws, at the rate of $20 per month to each of them from and after the
death of said Alida A. Marshall,

The name of Eliza McDaneld, widow of John McDanpeld, late of Com-
pany A, Bixth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Laona Carver, widow of Andrew J. Carver, late of Com-
pany B, Sixth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 %e;' month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Jennie L. ngdell, widow of Andrew 8. Ransdell, late
of Company E, Fourteenth Regiment Maine Volanteer Infantry, and pay
her ir:.tperts on at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving. :

The name of Julia E. Mills, widow of Leonidas K. Mills, late of Com-
pany H, Eleventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Anna Sheridan, widow of John Sheridan, late of Com-

any K, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
nfantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu
of that she is now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of
William Francis Sheridan, helpless and dependent son of sald John
Sheridan, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and deter-
mine : Provided further, That in the event of the death of Anna
Sheridan, the name of said Willlam Franeis Sheridan shall be placed on
the pensfon roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension
laws, at the rate of $20 per month from and after the date of death of
said Anna Sheridan.

The name of Abigail Merriman, widow of Henry L. Merriman, late
of Company K, One hundred and seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Elmar K. Ccéppock. helpless and dependent son of Calvin
(.‘o})pack. late of Company C, Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month In lieu
of that he is now mceiﬂnf[.

The name of Clara C. McCracken, widow of John M. MecCracken, late
of Company K, Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Mary A,
MeCracken, helpless and dependent danghter of said John M. MeCracken,
the additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: Pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Clara C. McCracken,
the name of sald Mary A. MeCracken shall be placed on the pension roll,
gubject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the rate
g{f 2[? kp':‘.lr month from and after the date of death of said Clara C.

cLracken.

The name of Elecla Rexroad, widow of Maranda H. Rexroad, late of
Com]i:any A, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a fension at the rate of $35 per month in lleu of that she is
now reeeiving.

The name of Anna F. Willis, ‘helpless and dependent daunghter of
Alfred Willis, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment Massachusetts
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month
in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Mary F. Woods, widow of David Woods, late of Com-
any I, Twenty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
ofantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of George W. Thompson, helpless and dependent son of
Andrew G. Thompson, late of Company B, Forty-first Regiment Massa-
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of William Firkins, late of Company D, Fifty-third Regi-
ment, and Company I, One hundred and forty-first Regiment, Illinois
Volunteer Infantry, and Company K, Seventh Regiment Illinois Volun-
teer Cavalry, and pay bim a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Ida McCoy, widow of James MeCoy, late of Company B,
One hundred and eighty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Sophia Schram, widow of John Schram, late of Com-
panies H and B, Twenty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 Fp-r month and $6 per month
adldtional on account of the minor child of said John Schram until she
reaches the age of 16 years, all such pension to be in lien of that now

g paid under minor's certifieate No. 770083 on account of the sol-
dier's minor child.

The name of Hilen 8. Vestile, widow of George W. Vestile, late of
Capt. Bassett’s independent company, Ninth Regiment Indiana Legion,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Mary A. Shepherd, widow of William A. Shepherd, late
of Company E, Ei%htmth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving : ed, That in the évent of the death of Witliam E.
Shepherd, helpless and dependent son of said William A. Shepherd, the
additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: Pro-
vided further, That in the event of the death of Mary A. Shepherd, the
name of said William 1. She&)h&rd shall be placed on the pension roll,
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at the
‘r‘ut%gt g22dper month from and after the date of death of said Mary

y epherd. s

The name of Susanna A. Johnson, widow of Eugene W, Johnson, late
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Martha J. Hopkins, widow of Calvin Hopkins, late of
Company G, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in licu
of that she is mow receiving.

The name of Eva Whittlebery, heipless and dependent daughter of
William R. Whittlebery, late of Company I, Ove hundred and sixteenth
Regiment  Indiapa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Edward H. Bennett, helpless and dependent son of
Lewis Bennett, late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of §20 per month in lien of that he i= now receiving.

The name of Alwilda Wheeler, widow of George H. Wheeler, late of
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her ialm.na!on at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Willilam H., Durham, helpless and dependent son of
Tolford Durham, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Maine Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lien of that he is now recelving,

The name of Susan H, Richardson, widow of Daniel W. Richardson,
late of Company D), Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry,
and Company H, Forty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. i

The name of Mary H. Grant, widow of Lewis A. Grant, late briga-
dier general and brevent major generu!, United States Volunteers, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in leu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Joseph E. Dearborn, late unassigned, Tenth Regiment
gli’ighinn Voltgnteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

per month.

The name of Louis M. Starring, helpless and dependent son of
Rosell M. Starring, late of Company I, Forty-fourth Regiment New
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Jane Roberts, widow of John II. Roberts, late of Com-
pany B, Bixth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of John Bush, late of Company F, Second Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
ger month in lien of that he is now receiving, the same to be paid
1iim without deduction or rebate on account of former alleged over-
payments or erroneous payments of pension.

he name of Clarence S, Hall, blind son of Andrew L. Hall, late of
Com;fany C, First Dattalion Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pené; (;n at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he {s now
recelving. 3

The name of Lizzie E. Hinds, widow of Josiah D. Hinds, late of
Company G, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a Punslnn at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Fermon L. Botkin, helpless son of Amos H. Botkin,
late of Company (i, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
hlml:ld pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now
recelving.

The name of Malinda Kiniston, widow of Josiah W. Kiniston, late
unassigned, One hundred and twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 ger month,

The name of Cassie Norman, widow of Calvin William Norman, late
of Company A, Second Regiment United States Colored Volunteer
Light Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Nancy Gabrilla Anderson, helpless daughter of Peyton
W. Anderson, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment Igﬁiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu
of that she is now recehring.

The name of Elizabeth Forrest, widow of Joseph Forrest, late of
Company A, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of £33 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Jerry S. Fish, helpless and dependent son of Nathan
8. Fish, late first lieutenant lffumpan'\l.'l B, Twelfth Regiment West
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Clara Farlow, widow of Thomas Farlow, alins Thomas
Jones, late of Company G, Twelfth Regiment New ITampshire Volunteer
Infantry, and Company G, Eighteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve
Corps, and pay her a sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Alice Hingson, widow of Thomas J. Hingson, late of
Company C, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment United States In-
fantry, and Eny her a })onslon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu
of that she now receiving and $6 per month additional on account
of each of the minor children of said Thomas J. Hingson until they
reach the age of 16 gears.

The name of SBarah E. West, widow of Willlam I". West, late of Com-
pany C, Third iment North Carolina Volunteer Mounted Infantry,
and pay her a geus on at the rate of $30 per month.

. The name of Edward D. Lockwood, alias George E. MecDaniel, late
of Company A, Ninth Regiment Provisional Evrolled Missouri Militia,




7996

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

May 31;

and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu-of that he

is mow receiving.

e name of Ethel Klngabn:ga helpless daughter of Le Roy W.
Kingsbury, late of Company K, urth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of ?20 per month.

The name of itnry B. Stitt, former widow of John N. Darms, late of
Company B, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Fannie 8. Grant, helpless chlld of Columbus Grant, late
of Companies B and C, Ninth Regiment Missour] State Militia Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving,

The name of Martha A. Robbins, widow of Leander C. Robbins, late
of Company F, Seventy-eighth ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate ‘of $30 per month.

The name of Sarah A, Bryan, widow of Abner G. Bryan, late musician,
Twenty-third Regiment Ohlo Volunteers, and pay her a jon at the
rate of $35 per month in lleu of that she is now recelving.

The name of William N. Ingersoll, late of Company F, Fﬁtuanth Regi-
m;a‘nt Maine tﬁolunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of

2 r month,

$ Thpg name of Mary J. Robb, widow of David Robb, late of Company
K, Seventy-first Regiment Ohlo Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 month,

The name of Elizabeth Ross, widow of Adam Ross, late of Company
D, One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Martha M. Childs, widow of George W. Childs, late -of
Company H, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Thibodo, widow of Stephen Thibodo, late of
Troop (, United States Mounted Rifies, War with Mexico, and Com-
pany B, Twelfth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now

recelving.

The name of Nora B.dlli_ielgziu helpless child of James E[lzﬂns. late
of Company K, One hun and twenty-third Regiment Illinols Volun-
teer Infanfry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Fanny-M. Jones, widow of Charles C. Jones, late acting
master's mate, Uni Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate
of §35 per month In lleu of that she is now receiving.

The name of ella Hubbard, widow of Lucius F. Hubbard, late
colonel Fifth Re ent Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and brevet
brigadier nited States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at

neral
the rate o§e850 r month in lieun of that she is now receiving.
The name of Edward H. Bennett, hal&leu son of Lewis Bennett, late
of Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth Regiment Illinols Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu

of that he is now recei .

The name of Harriet N, Seclipp, widow of Willlam H. Seclipp, late of
Company D, Seventeenth R ent Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a sion at the rate of $30 per month, such pension to
cease upon proof that the soldier is still living.

The name of Emrlly A. Netson, Ivldow of William J, Netson, late of

C B, -four chusetts Volunteer Infantry,
ompany fon at the rate of $30

and pay her a h ger month.
The name of Johanna Neil, widow of John Neil, late of Cogﬁgny E
Forty-third Regiment New ¥ork Volunteer Infantry, and “first
Company, Second Batialion Veteran Reserve Corps, and a.g” er a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that e is now
receiving.

The name of Iannah M. Kingsley, widow of Thomas G. Kingsley,
late f:olonel Twenty-sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a on at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that

she is now recelving.

The name of Grace M. Co d, helpless daughter of James Co
land, late of Company ¥, Eighth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In-
fantry, One hundred and irty-fourth Comy , Becond Battalion
Veteran Reserve Corps, and Com H, N Regiment Veteran
Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in
n"i"n“ o] Biiesh ntng esf%ﬂlo of Cyrus ﬂ.Nn o2, late of Com

e name of Susette Noy w k -
InIml{ry, and pay her

pany B, Nineteenth iment Maine Volunteer
a pension at the rate of £30 per month.
Lawrence, helpless son of Edward Lawrence,
t Pennsyl-

he name of Albert B.
late of Com y G, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regimen

vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of tha A. Dunbar, former widow of Clark Austin, Iate
of Company C, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pensfon at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Mary E, Fuller, former widow of Edward E. Tracy, late
first lientenant Com!:a.nvy D, and catptain Company I, One hundred and
fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now recelvlncg. 5

The name of Robert B. McCumber, late of Company C, Ninth Regi-
ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Eva Fifield, blind and helpless daughter of Leonard
Fifield, late of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a nsion at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Edna . Wilson, former widow of Erwin Phifer, late
of Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. P

The name of Miranda Green, widow of Elbridge F. Green, late of
Company L, Second Regiment New York Veteran Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lMeu of that
she ‘I;&mw receiving,

The name of Frank C. Myrick, 1ate scout, United Btates Army, and
pay him a pension at the Tate of $80 per month in lien of that he is
now receiving.

The name of Emiline Hartley, widow of James R. Hartley, late of
Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infaniry, and
pay. ];ner a pension at the rate of sswe.r month.

The name of Nancy Cook, former widow of Alexander Cook, late un-
ed Elggtn Regiment Tennessee Volunieer Cavalry, and pay her a

te of §30 th.
e e S ey IR T
l?ug?}l:d and ror{y-ﬂﬂrd egiment, mis ‘Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now

recelving.

G, One hundred s.nx fifth

The name of Austin L. Myers, helpless and dependent son of Thomas
W. Myers, late of Comgnny C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month In
lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Eliza A. Teters, widow of John K. Teters, late of Com-
pany E, Beventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Kllen Temperance*Smith, helpless and dei&endnnt daugh-
ter of George W. Bmith, late of Company C, Fifteenth Regiment Kan-
sas Volunteer Cavalry. and pay her a '&ensiou at the rate of $20 per
month in licu of that she is now receiving.,

The name of George W, Williams, helpless and dependent son of
Elias B. Williams, late of Company B, Second Regiment Kansas State

tia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Flora A. Nelson, widow of Paul Nelson, late of Com-
%uur M, TFourth Regiment United States Reserve Corps, Missourl

olntljs,teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.

The name of George W. Johnson, late of Company I, One hundred
and thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him
a n at the rate of 320 per month,

name of Nancy Herrald, widow of Benjamin Herrald, Iate of
Company C, Fortieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Ivfantwy, end phy
her a pension at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Margaret 1. Ibert, helpless da ter of Ephraim T.
Halbert, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment uri State Milltia
Cavalry, and ¥n¥ her a pena'ion at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Catharine A.

Atkinson, former widow of Richard Watts,
late of Com y Q, t Massachusetts Volunteer Heavy
Artillery, an y her a sion at the rate of $30

The name of Albert W. Cherry, helpless son of James M. Cherry,
late of Company L, Eleventh ment Missourl State Militla Cawvalry,
and pay him a femion at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Ella PBailey, helpless daughter of Joseph Bailey, late
captain, Fourth ment Wiseonsin Volunteer Infantry, and brevet
hrﬁadier. general United States Velunteers, and pay ber a pension at
the rate of $20 per month in llen of that she is now receiving.

The name of Bally Goins, widow of SBamuel Goins, late of Company D,
Seventh Regiment West Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Eliza M. Miller, widow of James H. Miller, late first
lieutenant Company H, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a Pemion at the rate of $35 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The name of Ella B. Pangburn, widow of William Pangburn, late
of Company I, Fourth ent Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her av&enslon at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is
now recej 5: Provided, That in the event of the death of Ralph H.
Pangburn, helpless child of said William Pangburn, the addition n-

ein granted shall cease and determine : d Turther, That
in the event of the death of Ella E. Pangburn the name of said Ralph
H. Pangburn shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the pro-
visions and limitations of the pension laws, at the Tate of §20 per
month from and after the date of death of the said Flla E. Pangburn.

The name of Cecelia B. Chauncey, widow of John 8. Chauncey,
late commodore, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $560 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of B%l;ﬂ.n{a Dodd, widow of John H. Dodd, late of Dat-

per

r month.

tery F, West Vir, Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pension
at the rate of month,

The name of Margaret Scholten, widow of Charles Scholten, late of
Comg:rny B, Fifty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pai' a pension at the rate of §30 per month.

'he name of Caﬁito]a V. Harsh, helpless daufhu-r of Daniel Harsh,
late of Company H, Fifty-eighth R ent Ohle Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that
she is now receiving,

The name of Amelia E. Drake, widow of Nathaniel 8. Drake, late
of Company B, Second Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and
her a psion at the rate of §30 per month,

The name of Frances D. Miller, widow of John IH. Miller, late of
Company 1, Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and
r a pension at the rate of $30 per month.
'he name of Pliler, widow of William Pliler, late of Company
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she
is now recelving.

The name of Adah E. Allen, widow of George W. Allen, late of
Company A, One hundred and tenth Regiment New York Volunteer In-
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Samantha Hitcheock, widow of Isaac W. Hitcheoc!
late of Company I, Eleventh t Indlana Volunteer Cavalry, an
pa.i‘ her a on at the rate of $30 per month.

'he name of Barah M. Willison, ow of George W. Willison, late
of Company M, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

e name of Harriet L, Stone, blind and heltpless daughter of James
¥. Stone, late of Compang F, Fourth Regiment Virginia Volunteer In-
fantry, and Company C, Second ReF{ment West Virginia Veteran Vol-
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The name of Harriett A. Erb, widow of Ira Erb, late of Company B,
Forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pen-
sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Auﬁuattu E. Dodds, helpless son_of Willlam ‘A. Dodds,
late of Company H, Seventy-eighth .Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-
try, and pay him a {»ensian at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of
that he is now receiving.

The name of Flora H. Whitney, helpless daughter of Alva 8. Whiiney,
late of Company E, Third Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, an
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

%hn name of Geor%; .. Yocum, helpless son of Samuel . Yoeum,
late of Company M, EHighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lHeu of that he is
now receivin

The name %f James G. We{ant. helpless son of William B. Weyant,
late of Companies M and A, Sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy

Artill and him a pension at the rate of $20 mon
Th:gﬂme of%ﬁloe ) illiam T. Hutehi-

utchison, former widow of
gon, late of Company G, One hundred and hty-sixth Regiment Ohio
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a on at the rate of $30 per month,
The name of Minerva C. McMillan, helpless child of James W. Me-
Millan, late colonel Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and brigadier general United Btates Volunteers, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 18 now recelving.
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The name of William H. Hayes, late acting assistant surgeon United
States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in

lien of that he is now receiving.

The name of Elizabeth H. Peggs, widow of Joseph E. E. Peggs, late
of Company C, Second Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay
her ia lpens{on at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Josephine M, Higgins, widow of IHenry F. Higgins, late
of Company , Twentieth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

he name of Henrietta Magee, widow of David W. Magee, late lleu-
tenant colonel Eighty-sixth Regiment and colonel Forty-seventh Regi-
ment I[llinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of
$50 per month in lien of that she is now receiving.

The name of Ann Carman, former widow of Albert Quackenbush,
late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment New York Velunteer Cay-
alry, and Cnmpani I, First Regiment New York Provisional Volunteer
Cavalry, and pay her a sion at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of XIma L. Bruce, helpless daughter of John A. Bruce, late
of Company M, SBixth R(giment Iowa Yolunteer Cavs.lrg. and pay her a
E)emiion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv-

+ ing.

%l‘hn name of Martha Griggs, widow of Willlam M. Griggs, late of
Company B, One hundred and fortieth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun-
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $35 per month in
lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Rose Mercer, widow of Samuel Mercer, late of Company
I, Second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Harriet V. M. Cavenaugh, widow of Harry G. Cav-

enaugh, late ecaptain Company I, First giment Delaware Volunteer
Infantry, and colonel, United States Army, retired, and pay her a pen-
slon at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving,
. The name of Susan W, Allison, widow of James N, Allison, late of
Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted In-
fantry, and brigadier general, United States Army, retired, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Ruth A, Day, widow of Absalom N. Day, late of Com-
Ean.v K, Twenty-seventh’ Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving : Provided, That in the event of the death of Hallie N. Day,
helpless and dependent child of said Absalom N. Day, the additional

nsion herein granted shall cease and determine: Provided further,

hat in the event of the death of Ruth A, Day, the name of said Hallie
N. Day shall be placed on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the dpenslon laws, at the rate of $20 per month from
anid after the date of death of said Ruth A. Day.

The name of Sarah Mclntire, widow of Henry MclIntire, late of Com-
any K, Twenty-seventh Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The name of Mahala P. Berry, former widow of George W, York, late
of Company K, Twenty-fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a Ponslon at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that she is
now receiving.

The name of Ida M. Jackson, helpless and dependent daughter of
Preston Jackson, allas Barrett, late of Company A, One hundredth
Regiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and Fly her a
p?n:‘ginin at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that she is now
receiving.

The ngamc of Mary 8. McKibbin, widow of Chambers McKibbin, late
brigadier general, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the
rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now recelving.

The name of Dollie Cosens, helpless child of Henry Clay Cosens, late
of Company I, First Regiment, and Company C, Thirtieth Regiment,
Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per
month in lieu of that she is now receiving.

The name of Kate M. Smith, former widow of Dan Adams, late of
Com ?any D, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $35 per month in lien of that she i5 now re-
ceiving, 5

The name of Charles Layton, helpless son of John Layton, late of
Company I, Thirty-third Regiment lowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay
him n pension at the rate of $20 per month.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, protests against the passage of
the bill now under consideration will be as unavailing as those
heretofore interposed to pension bills and to measures making
serious drains upon the Public Treasury. No appeals to the
Senate avail when bills are presented calling for Federal appro-
“priations. Over and over again I have challenged attention to
the extravagance of this Congress and to its failure to deal
with constructive legislation.

Our duty following the World War was to deal with the
vital problems which the war produced. The treaty of Ver-
sailles called for prompt consideration. Our international rela-
tions demanded adjustment. We had been associated with
the allied nations in the titanic conflict precipitated by the mad
ambitions of the German and Austro-Hungarian Empires. The
defeat of the enemy devolved responsibilities upon the victori-
ous nations and called for the highest statesmanship and also
required cordial cooperation upon the part of those who had
joined in the peace treaty. Domestic problems were more or
less involved in the solution of our international problems. It
was therefore necessary that questions involved in the settle-
ment of the war be promptly considered and acted upon. But
we have refused to ratify the treaty or to cooperate with the
Allies in settling the questions resulting from the war. Neither
Germany nor Austria-Hungary knows what the attitude of this
Nation will be with respect to the terms of peace.or the cognate
questions involved. Our late allies are left in a state of be-
wilderment because of the uncertain and equivocal attitude
of this Nation.

At the conclusion of the war the allied nations had the
right to believe that this great Republic would not only partici-
pate in framing the terms of peace but would exert a powerful
influence in the enforcement of such terms and in bringing

ace and order to a distracted world. Our attitude, however,

as -been disappointing both to our allies and to our defeated
foes. We have not only refused to support the treaty affirma-
tively, but our conduct has been the equivalent of active opposi-
tion to its enforcement.

It has been charged that our position has given encourage-
ment to revolutionary and reactionary groups in the Central
Empires to resist the terms of the treaty. Whether that be true
or not, I think conditions justify the statement that our refusal
to participate in the treaty, or actively associate ourselves with
the allied nations in bringing about peace and stable conditions
in Europe, has been an impediment to the efforts made in that
direction and has postponed the advent of that period when
gbnt:‘leir and peace and national and international good will shall

ain,

I concede there may be an honest difference of opinion upon
the part of the American people concerning the acceptance with-
out modification of the terms of the peace treaty, including the
covenant of the League of Nations. Whether or not its provi-
sions without modification or reservation were acceptable, there
is still a duty resting upon this Nation to do its part in deter-
mining the questions which the war raised. Notwithstanding

-the ocean divides us from Europe, we are interested in Europe

and in her people and in the problems which she has to face.
We may attempt to escape the currents which carry nations in
their powerful sweep, but isolation and absolute independence is
impossible. Against our will and without our fault we were
drawn into the World War.

The American people are demanding a merchant marine.
They have willingly expended more than $3,000,000,000 in build-
ing and purchasing ships. They appreciate the fact that their
prosperity depends upon foreign commerce. We want the
American flag to be seen upon every sea and in every port, We
realize we must trade with the peoples of the world, that our
raw materials and finished produets must find their way to all
parts of the earth, and that our ships must return laden with
the products of other lands. Kurope has furnished us the
most important field for our surplus products. The rehabilita-
tion of Europe depends upon whether her people can obtain
from the United States not only raw materials but our finished -
products. The unhappy people of the impoverished nations of
Europe must have peace and stable and secure conditions before
they are able to obtain from this country those commodities in-
dispensable to the life and welfare of the people. The renais-
sance of Europe and the prosperity of her people will contribute
to the prosperity of the American people and to the development
of our resources and industries.

Our country does not occupy that high station which it should
have assumed in this great world erisis. Its wealth, its power,
its ideals, its great contribution to the cause of international
justice, made it the commanding figure among all the nations of
the world. It was not only the leader in material things but its
splendid service in the great world conflict gave itsthe moral
leadership which no nation could dispute. Unfortunately we
have not held high the standard, and there be many who be-
lieve that we have permitted the symbol of leadership tosdrop
from our grasp. Has this country occupied that high position
of constructive statesmanship which our domestic problems re-
quired? Has there not been upon our part a failure to measure
up to the high standard of duty in dealing with the pressing
domestic problems? Has there not been failure to discharge in-
ternational responsibilities?

The Republican Party has been in power in the legislative
branch of the Government for more than one year. The record
which has been made is disappointing to all patriotic Americans,
Within a short time there will be an adjournment, and the peo-
ple of the Nation will have an opportunity to weigh in the bal-
ance the achievements of this Republican Congress and deter-
mine whether its record is of such a character as to merit the
confidence and support of the elecforate of this Republic.

I have stated upon n number of occasions that the Republican
Party assumed control in both branches of Congress promising
economy and measures of reform. Pledges were made that
important legislation would be enacted in the interest of do-
mestic peace and for the welfare and prosperity of the people.
There are some measures to the credit of the party in power, but
the constructive measures which have been passed have been
marred by serious and indeed fundamental defects and imper-
fections.

Instead of developing a spirit of self-reliance and independ-
ence upon the part of the people and encouraging a spirit of
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local self-government, efforts have been made to further atrophy
the States and destroy individual initiative and strengthen the
bureaueratic and consolidating tendencies which are so power-
fully operating throughout the land. People have been encour-
aged to subordinate their States, to weaken their powers, and
to emasculate sheir authority.

I can perhaps be justly charged with dwelling with irritating
rersistency upon this note. Upon a number of occasions I have
pointed to the legislation of recent years which is reducing
the States to mere shadows of their former spirit and power
and to the corresponding development by the Federal Govern-
ment of authority not granted to it and in the exercise of which
it has been guilty of unwarranted usurpations. With the termi-
nation of the war Congress was required to legislate for the
restoration of peace-time conditions. The situation called for
wisdom and statésmanship of the highest order. Revenue laws
which were the product of the war should have been modified,
revised, and some provisions repealed. A system of taxation
should have been devised that did not penalize thrift and sav-
ings but which taxed extravagance and waste. The majority
party has lacked the courage, if not the ability, to meet this
perplexing problem of taxation, and as a result industry is ham-
pered and the prosperity of the people menaced. Legislation
has been suggested and measures have been passed which were
wholly without merit, but were designed to meet appeals and
demands not founded in justice or resting upon the thought of
the people’s welfare. There has been too much of a disposition
to recognize classes and groups, and consequently to enact class
and group legislation. I think it ean be truthfully charged
that much of the projected legislation of this Congress has been
destructive of the concept of national unity and freedom from
class consciousness and has fostered the dangerous heresy that
legislation should be for classes and special interests. There
are always many difficulties, and indeed perils, attending the
transformation from war to peace.

It would not be possible, nor have I the time to enter into a
discussion of the psychological processes through which a nation
passes from peace to war or frem war back to the spirit and
habits of peace. Laws must be enacted and repealed in effectuat-
ing these changes, and sometimes constitutions and fundamental
charters have been stretched or overturped.. We have not ap-
proached the serious questions involved in this transition from a

- war status to a peace status with that broad and comprehensive

vision essential to correct and statesmanlike action. I repeat,the
legislative record of the majority party in Congress is disappoint-
ing. There has been teo much dodging, too much equivocation,
too much of the subtle and Machiavellian spirit which result in
delays, compromises, illusions, false hopes, and in the end dis-
appointment, resentment, and bitfer antagonisms which under-
mine the faith and confidence of many in their Government
and lead to secret and covert attacks upon its integrity. One
culpable propensity upon the part of the majority party is to
foster and encourage extravagant appropriations.

I stated a few moments ago that the policy of the Republican
Party had been to weaken individuality, enervate States, and
disintegrate community life, and to encourage a disposition fo
seek Federal assistance for individuals and States and to
insist upon the assertion of unauthorized power by the Federal
Govesnment in the interests of individuals and for private
advantage.

I have heretofore directed attention to the weakening of
individnal and State spirit and pride and to the increasing
appetite for Federal benefactions. It has seemed to me that
there has been a violent recrudescence of past Republican
policies which brought to its support a vast army of voters.
That party was supposed to be the faithful advoeate and un-
swerving friend of bounties and pensions and tariffs and special
and diseriminatory legislation. I think it is not a partisan state-
ment, but merely the recitation of a historic fact, when I say
that for many years the Republican Party enacted legislation
demanded by certain industries and business enterprises through-
out the land. Protection became the formidable rampart be-
hind which vested and special interesis, predatory forces, cor-
rupt and sinister organizations protected themselves, and from
which they sallied forth from time to time as did the robbers
and pirates of old to despoil the weak and the provident and
the peaceful of the limited substance which their indusiry
and economy had enabled them to accumulate.

So this Congress has been profligate in its expenditures and
responsive to the demands for bounties, pensions, and appro-
priations without reference to merit or regard for the Consti-
tution or the principles of justice and fair dealing.

A short time age we passed a bill earrying $65,000,000 per
annum as additional pensions to the survivors of the Civil War

and to their alleged dependenfs. Only a few months prior to
the passage of that bill Congress had passed a measure grant-
ing large increases to the same classes. When the measure last
referred to was before the House and Senate committees rep-
resentatives of various organizations promoting the legislation
appeared and declared that if the demands embodied in the
then pending measure were granted no further requests would
ever be made for pension legislation in behalf of those who
had in any way been connected with the Civil War. At that
time there were, as I recall, amounts being paid annually to the
survivors of the Civil War aggregating more than £220,000,000.
Within a few months after the bill was passed there was a
nation-wide movement demanding the passage of what is known
as 'the Fuller bill. When that measure was before the com-
mittee, representations were made that if it were passed that
would satisfy the demands of the survivors of the Civil War
and their families and that no further legislation would be
asked for. That bill is now a law. Under it and existing legis-
lation nearly $300,000,000 will be paid during the coming fiseal
year as pensions to the survivors of the Civil War and to those
who clalm benefactions and Federal grants through them. It
must be understood that millions and tens of millions of dollars
are annually paid to widows of soldiers whose marriages were
comparatively recent and though they have had numerous hus-
bands. Notwithstanding the promises made by these who have
been representatives of organizations engaged in securing pen-
sions, we now have before us a bill that provides for pensidns
for a large number of individuals. A number of those who are
to receive pensions under this bill are obtaining pensions under
the Fuller bill and, I think, under othetr enactments.

It is manifest that there will be no limit to the demands for
pensions. We satisfy the demands of to-day and additional
ones are urged upon the morrow. And this is to be expected.
We have encouraged the view that the Government has unlim-
ited resources and that there is something honorable in obtain-
ing contributions and appropriations from the Federal Treas-
ury. The view is being encouraged that for any form of service
under the Government a pension should be granted. Indeed,
there iz an active school of thought in our land that teaches
that it is the duty of the Federal Government to eare for the
people in all parts of the land; that it should provide for the
indigent and needy; care for the sick and disabled ; support the
derelicts and ne’er-do-wells; provide insurance without cost or,
if with cost, at a price so low as to be negligible in amount to
all persons; pension the aged and infirm; and generally assume
control over the people, their private concerns, and business
activities. We often hear of old-age pensions, and compensa-
tion for those who are injured, and the rehabilitation of all
classes who have been disabled, and voeational training for
men and women who have sustained injury, or who, beeause of
their incapacity for one line of work, desire to engage in some
other. The National Government is fo be the father of the
people, and spread its omnipotent hand over individuals, com-
munities, and States, and rule and reign without limit or re-
striction. Of course, when the Constitution is broken down,
and the dual form of government provided in the Constitution
is no longer recognized, these views will become more or less
prevalent and find strong supporters.

Let it be understood that I am discussing grants by the Fed-
eral Government, not by the States. It may well be that the
latter should provide a system of pensions for the aged and
indigent. Indeed there is a duty resting upon the States to pro-
vide for certain of its citizens, to afford opportunity for educa-
tion to the children, and aid to the helpless and distressed.

But I will address myself to the measure before us. Let
me briefly refer to some of the acts of Congress providing for
pensions. The acts of July 14, 1862, and March 3, 1873, section
46037, Revised Statutes, provided pensions for former members
of the Military and Naval Establishments who had incurred
wounds, disease, or other disability in the service. The pen-
sions were graduated from $6 per month to $100 per month,
aceording to degree of disability. The disability pension act
applied to all soldiers and sailors of the Union who served prior
to the declaration of war against Germany.

Disability pensions are granted without regard to length or
place of service' or whether the service was in war or in times
of peace. The beneficiary may have served but a day or an
hour, and the disability claimed may have no relation to such
serviee, but be of entirely independent origin. This disability
pension is granted not only to those whose names were upon the
rolls during the Civil War but those who were connected with
the Indian wars or the War with Spain.

A few days ago we passed what is known as the Sells hill,
which calls for millions of dollars annually for pensions for
those who were in the Spanish-American War, Under that bill
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pensions are granted for mere service in the Army or Navy to
all persons upon reaching the age of 62 years. They are to re-
ceive pensions whether they are rich or poor, whether perfect
in health and the possessors of thousands of dollars annually
by way of income or otherwise. The pensions are likewise
granted to all persons without attaining that age if they are
suffering from a disability, though the disability has no relation
whatever to such service in the Army or Navy.

Some of the bills which we have passed for pensions can not
be defended, and they establish precedents that will be of seri-
ous import fo our country.

A few hours ago the House of Representatives passed a
measure granting service pensions the aggregate of which will
probably be $2,000,000,000. There seems to be a total disre-
gard of the theory of pensions, of the question of how the
money is to be raised to meet the billions of dollars appro-
priated from the Public Treasury. Congress seems to be mad
on the question of appropriations. We proceed as do some
foolish individuals who have suddenly become the possessors
of fortunes. They spend it in extravagance and riotous living
and in an ineredibly short time find themselves in the bank-
ruptcy courts. Nothing seems to restrain the propensity of this
Congress to spend money. I have repeatedly denounced the

" extravagance and the wasteful appropriations made and shall
continue to protest against this insane policy, which can have
but one result. It tends to undermine the morality of the peo-
ple and will lead to national bankruptey.

Mr, DIAL, I discover in the bill that pensions are granted
to “ former widows.” Does that mean that they have married
again, and we are giving them a pension because they have a
second husband?

Mr. KING. The Senator from South Carolina, I am afraid,
is somewhat of a novice in pension legislation. Widows to
the nth degree may obtain pensions.

Mr. DIAL., I did not know the legislation was designed to
take care of second husbands. I was merely trying to learn.

Mr. KING. There is no limitation. A woman may have
_been married 10 or 15 or 20 times, but if she at any time was
‘the widow of some man who was entitled to a pension, if she
'subsequently becomes a widow, she obtains a pension.

Mr. DIAL, I was struck with the novel expression * former
widow.”

Mr. KING. The Fuller Act, approved May 1, 1920, was a
,Civil War service pension act. It grants to every surviving
soldier of the Civil War who served 90 days, and who was hon-
orably discharged or who was discharged for disability in-

‘curred in the service without having served 90 days, or is
presently on the pension rolls under any general or special
. act, a monthly pension of $50, which is increased to a maximum
of $72 in cases where the soldler is helpless and requires the
attention of other persons. To the surviving widows of soldiers
of the Civil War who served 90 days or who are pensionable
under the act that act grants a pension of $30 per month, with
,the limitation that the widow shall have married the soldier
i prior to June 27, 1905—40 years subsequent to the close of the
Civil War. .

It was intended by Congress, as I understood the attitude of
the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. McCumser], that the Fuller Act should be
liberal enough to provide for all properly pensionable surviving
veterans or widows of veterans who served for 90 days in the
Civil War.

It is not contended that the word *service” means actnal
service upon the battle field or in any fighting unit. A man is
in service if his name is upon the roll, though he was never
within a thousand miles of a battle field and never saw a gun
or participated in any skirmish or in any form of military or
naval operations. It must be remembered that we have aban-
doned the policy of granting only “invalid ” pensions: we are
firmly committed to the policy of granting “ service” pensions.
It was intended by Congress that this act should forestall and
eliminate many thousands of special pension bills which are
annually offered and many of which are passed in Congress.
It has been estimated that two-thirds of the bills offered in the
House of Representatives in the present Congress have been
Bp%“égl pension bills and that these have exceeded in number
10,000.

Let me add that, in my opinion, the Fuller bill and all of the
preceding pension bills and this bill now bhefore us will not
prevent the introduction of a multitude of special and private
pension bills in the future, thousands and tens of thousands of
which will become laws. Why, Mr. President, these pension
bills, like Tennyson’s brook, will go on and on forever. We
will not only grant pensions to those who claim to have been
connected in some degree, remote or direct, with military or

naval operations, but we are so obsessed with the idea of pen-
sions that we will build up a civil pension list that will impose
upon the taxpayers of this country hundreds of millions of
dollars annually. Indeed, if we pass the pending pension bills
in this Congress there will be imposed upon the people of the
United States for the coming fiscal year not $1,000,000,000 but
there will be imposed upon the people approximately $3,000,-
000,000 for pensions,

When a Republican Congress some years ago appropriated
$1,000,000,000 for all purposes it drove the Republican Party
from power at the next election. The American people are
occasionally aroused to the necessity of economy and insist
that waste and extravagance upon the part of their public
servants shall cease. I see, I confess, no evidence at the present
time of any eagerness upon the part of the American people for
economy in the administration of public affairs, We can not
appeal, apparently, from a Philip drunk to a Philip sober, be-
cause there is no Philip sober now, When it comes to the
matter of appropriations we are all drunk with the desire for
g‘ederal assistance, for burglarizing the Treasury of the United

tates,

It is immaterial that the Treasury is empty, that it may be
like the cupboard which is bare; there will be an insistent
demand that additional taxes be imposed upon the people, and
still more taxes, regardless of the fact that every dollar of
taxes which is imposed ultimately must rest upon the bowed
back of the laboring man and the ultimate consumer.

There are many foolish people who entertain the idea that
all taxes levied will be paid by the merchant, the banker, those
who have large incomes and extensive property holdings. But a
little reflection will convince us that if we increase the burden
of taxes upon the merchant he passes them on to the individuals
who purchase his commeodities, and so it is with most forms of
our Federal system of taxation—the men who pay the taxes
pass the burden on to the ultimate consumer, and finally the
laboring man, the man of slender resources, sustains most of
the burdens imposed through the profligate and wasteful appro-
priations made by Congresses and legislative departments of
States or political subdivisions. One is led to the conclusion
that the people believe there is no limit fo the capacity of the
Government to meet obligations.

We are erying out against high prices; we know that high
prices, in part, are superinduced by the vast volume of credit
money and of bonds which are the basis of credit that were
issued during the war through which we have passed. Yet
whenever there is an effort to contract the basis of credit to
the end that prices may be reduced in a normal and perhaps in
a legitimate and proper way, we are immediately confronted
with the situation that some particular branch of industry or
industrial activity will be unduly affected to its disadvantage
and to its serious, if not permanent, injury. Nevertheless our
Republican friends here in Congress on the eve of adjournment
do not seem to appreciate the importance of making a record
for economy, but seem to be more concerned in greater expendi-
tures, greater profligacy in the appropriations which are made, as
if they expected to derive some advantage in the coming election
by reason of the fact that they have made such enormous
appropriations.

It used to be urged, Mr. President, in support of pensions
that if the money were appropriated it would justify the party
in power in the continuation of high tariffs in order that there
might be larger accretions to the Treasury of the United States,
and there were many people who seemed to conceive a close
connection between enormous pensions and high tariff. High
tariff, it was said, brought large sums into the Treasury, and
enormous pensions would dissipate those funds, and so there
would be a sort of perpetual motion, a circle created in the land.

Mr. President, I want, however, to acquit my Republican
friends of being the sole offenders in extravagance in appropria-
tions made in this Congress. The minority party can not affirm
that its gkirts are entirely clear. The appetite for Federal ap-
propriations is an all-consuming one, and is not restricted or
confined to class or section or party. Whenever we can get
money out of the Treasury of the United States the disposition
is to get it, and to get it quickly, and to get it often, and to
persist in getting if. It is not a picture of which we can be
proud, in my humble opinion, when we witness the extent and
character of the appropriations that have been made during the
present Congress.

Returning to the point that I was discussing, the House at
this session, if my figures are correct, has passed more than
2,926 special pension bills; and in addition, as I have stated.
there have been passed through the House these other bills—the
Fuller bill, the Sells bill, and omnibus bills—carrying millions
and tens of millions of dollars.
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I understand that it was the purpose of the Senate commit-
tee to eliminate from the bills pending before that committee
those claims and those cases which were provided for in the
Fuller bill. The result was that out of the 2,926 House bills
and more than 1,900 Senate bills pending before that committee
the Senate committee culled out 686 bills and incorporated them
in the measure now before us, known as H. R. 12530. This
bill was reported to the Senate a few days ago by the distin-
guished Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMmseRr], accom-
panied by an elaborate report containing more than 280 pages
of closely printed matter. Although the committee intended,
as I am advised, not to include within this bill any cases which
were covered by the Fuller Act, the fact is that the bill con-
tains the cases of more than 54 individuals alleged to be widows
who have married and remarried, but are now widows, who are
pensionable under the general law as construed and applied by
the Bureau of Pensions in cases where the remarriage of the
widow has been dissolved by death or divorce. There is there-
fore no reason and no purpose in having these cases included
in this bill.

The bill also contains 65 cases of widows of soldiers who
served for less than 90 days and are not pensionable except
under disability pension laws. I submit that special legisiation
of this kind is discriminatory in character, is unfair, and can
not be defended. If one solder who served less than 90 days is
entitled to a service pension, then every soldier who has served
less than 90 days is entitled to a service pension, and it is rank
discrimination to approve and report favorably cases of this
character. i

If Congress desires to pension veterans of the Civil War who
served but 60 days and who were honorably discharged it should
pass an act for this purpose, so that all soldiers of this class
may be treated with justice and equity as between themselves.
I pause to inquire if this—if I may be pardoned the vernacular
of the speech—is a *“ feeler ” with a view ultimately to breaking
down this legislative wall which for many years has held back,
perhaps, an increased tide of applications for pensions. I pre-
sume there was some reason prompting Congress to fix 90 days
a8 the limit of service before pensions would be granted merely
for service. That has been, I understand, the unbroken policy
in the past. I understand that that is the law, that before one
is entitled to a service pension he must have had his name upon
the rolls of the military or the naval branch of the Government
for at least 90 days. We are breaching this rule. This bill
breaks down this wall and announces now that a man need not
have had his name upon the rolls for 90 days in order to obtain
a pension. Of course, we all understand that he need not have
been wounded ; he need not have been injured; it is not neces-
sary that he shounld have ineurred any disability while in the
service in order to obtain a pension. The mere fact that his
name was upon the roll for 90 days, though he was in ne camp,
though he may never have gone a thousand yards from his
home, entitles him to a pension, and that notwithstanding the
fact that e may be worth millions and be the recipient of a
Jarge sum annually from private investments. Not satisfied
with a general service pension, this bill is edging along the way
of granting service pensions to men who served less than 90
days.

Mr. President, there may be reasons for breaking down this
rule. There may be ample justification for the position taken
by the distinguished chairman of the committee and those mem-
bers of the committee who followed him in his recommendations
with respect to this bill, but if so, none has been submitted.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, McCorMmick in the chair).
Does the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Colo-
rado? - .

Mr. KING. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator seems to forget that the rule to
which he refers was broken down long ago. This omnibus bill
provides pensions for 652 persons, of whom 555 are women and
97 are men, The great bulk of the beneficiaries are women, and
a great many of the women are divorced women. The Dbill is
really designed, among other things, to pay alimony to divorced
women. Now, that may be a good rule, but even that is not a
new one, Of course, the pension is limited to the woman who
is not to blame for the divorce; but if you can find a woman
applying for a pension who has been divorced anywhere in the
United States, and who is to blame for it, I should like to know
what her name is. -

Mr. KING. I am very glad to receive the suggestions of the
Senator from Colorado; they illustrate the madness that has
taken possession of Congress in its desire to give gratuities and
pensions and bounties to thousands and hundreds of thousands
and ultimately to millions of the people of the United States,

Mr, DIAL. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. KING. I do.

Mr. DIAL. 1 should like to ask the Senator whether lie ever
heard of a man who recently died worth $7,000,000 who was
drawing a pension?

Mr, KING. Yes.

Mr. DIAL. I have heard of it.
was true or not.

Mr. KING. There is no question about it. There was a man,
the value of whose property was $7,000,000, who received for
services in an important position in the Government for yeurs
a large salary, and who later resigned that position to assume
a legislative place of influence and honor, in which position he
received a large salary, and during all that time he was the
possessor of great wealth.

Why, Mr. President, for that matter, I have before me a
book recently printed by the Carnegie Endowment for Inter-
national Peace, coming from the Division of Economics and
History, entitled “ Federal Military Pensions in the United
States.” It was written by Prof. William H. Glasson, profes-
sor of political economy and social science at Trinity College,
North Carolina.

It was edited by Prof. David Kinley, professor of political
economy in the University of Illinois, and a member of the
committee of research of the endowment. It was printed in
1918. If I had the time, I should be glad to invite the aitention
of the Senator and others who are interested to the frauds
whieh have been perpetrated upon the Government of the
United States under the name of pensions, and to the wrongs
which have been committed, and to the prostitution of the pen-
sion system in the United States.

Let me read this sentence. The editor says:

The evil influence of the above trend on the moral and patriotie
character of the pensioners themselves soon became evident, any of
them came to look upon their pensions as rewards for service rather
than as tokens of the country’s appreciation of their patriotism. But
the pensicn wbich any country can ordinarily pay is wholly inadeguate
if regarded as a reward for services. Naturally, therefore, the pen-
sioners insisted on larger pensions, and, assisted by the claim agent
and the politician, they pushed their claims until the financial drain
on the country became a serious one. This is likely to happen in
#i democracy.

One great writer has stated that one of the evils to be feared
in a democracy is a civil pension and a military pension system.
One of the specters that appears in the pathway of our Nation
is that which results from the growing disposition upon the
part of the American people to establish a permanent Federal
pension system. This spirit is leading to demands not ounly
for Federal military and naval ‘pensions but also for civil pen-
sions, and ultimately it will extend, under this paternalistic¢’
trend of our country, to the granting of pensions to the aged
and to the infirm, to the widow and to the orphan, notwith-
standing the police powers of the States, and the duties and
the obligations resting upon the States, if there shall be indigent
people within their borders needing support, to properly care
for them. The virus of socialism is spreading and destructive
heresies are gaining support. States are being urged to abandon
their duties and yield to the Federal Government the sovereign
powers which they possess.

My, President, we should fight against this effort, which
seeks, in the language of Marshall, to * compound the people of
all the States into one mass, and to confer upon the National
Government the authority which, under our form of govern-
ment, is with the States and the people within the States"

Mr. DIAL. It will make mendicants and vagrants of them
after a while.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, when a malignant disease attacks,
its development must be arrested or it will speedily destroy its
victim. There may not be a happy parallel between the illustra-
tion just given and the situation of the Government, but it
nevertheless is true of any government that if evils exist which
corrode or affect the body pelitic or the moral attributes of the
people, and they are not checked, they will affect the entire
body politic.

Mr. President, let me say to the Senator there is no promise
of immortality to this Republic. Its duration depends upon the
justice and righteousness of the people. The spirit of Locke
and Milton and Montesquieu and the heroie figures who held
the torch of liberty preceding the founding of this Republic
rested upon the immortal men who gave us the Declaration of
Independence and wrote the Constitution of these United States.
No human government is perfeet, nor can the finite mind con-
ceive or execute a perfect thing. Nevertheless, there was estab-
lished a government dedicated to the proposition that all men
were equal and that justice should be the basis of all govern-
mental authority. Influenced by the spirit which actuated the
fathers and applying the principles of the Government which

I did not know whether it
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they established, there was developed upon this éontinent the
mightiest Nation the world has ever seen. Moreover, it is the
freest Nation under which any people ever lived. It recognizes
the individual as sovereign and as the source of authority and
power. The spirit of independence possessed by our fathers
developed strong, virile men and women and local communities
in which the principles of free government found full expres-
sion. Each State was sovereign, a republic, a government exer-
cising the powers of a sovereign government. The people pro-
tested against worn-out creeds—religious and political—and
became a great force—moral and political—throughout the
world. They believed that “an irreducible minimum of com-
pulsion is the very essence of good gavernment.” They wanted
no centralized authority, no autocratic power, no deadly bu-
reaucracy, but strong individuals and local forums in which the
virtues of loeal self-government could be exhibited.

Prof. Lieber states:

Let everything that is in favor of power be closely construed, and
everything in favor of the smritty of the citizen and the protection of
the individual comprehensively, for the simple reason that ggwer is
power; it is able to care for itself and tend by its nature to increase,
while the citizen needs protection.

This liberty loving, sturdy people founded Commonwealths,
built towns and cities, and, crossing a mighty continent, have
builded a Nation that stands out as the highest example of a
representative democracy and possesses that majesty which
alone can be found in'a government which is the embodiment of
the people’'s will.

The work which the English race began when it colonized North
America is destined to go on until every land on the earth's surface that
is not already the seat of an old civilization shall become English in
its language, in its political habits, and traditions, * * * The
race thus spread over hoth hemisgheres, and from the rising to the
setting sun, will not fail to keep that sovereignty of the sea and that
commercial supremacy which it to acquire when England
stretched its arm across the Atlantic to the shores of Virginia and
Mauassachusetts. * * * The world's business will be transacted by
English-speaking people to so great an extent that whatever langunage
any man may have learned in his infancy he will find it necessary
gooner or later to learn to express his thoughts in English,

Such were the words ef John Fiske in his “American Political
Ideals.”” And this statement is vindicated in the progress which
this Nation has made.

But the strength of the Nation rests upon the strength of the
individuals and upon the capacity of the people for local self-
government. If individualism is erushed and the capacity for
local self-government destroyed and the prineiples which con-
stitute the basis of this Republic are departed from, then this
Republic will be endangered. This movement toward paternal-
ism must be arrested and the rights of the people and the States
jealously guarded. There must be no submergence of the rights
of the States, and no Federalism, drawing to itself by the
gaudy trappings of power the great States which swing in their
orbits along predestined and fixed paths.

Let me recur to the book I was reading from when I digressed
for a moment:

The moral degeneration caused in time by the changing view of the
true character of pensions led also to the evil of extending them to
men whose service was brief and resulted in no injury to them. More-
over, pensions were taken without compunction by some men who,
while technically entitled to them, had other means of adequate sup-
port and, indeed, were sometimes rich, to say nothing of young widows
of old soldiers. For such people to take pensions is to throw a shadow
of graft on the whole system.

Mr. President, there are pages in this volume which explain
with more or less detail the pension system in the United States
and some of the evils which have developed in the application
of that system.

I have repeatedly said, and I wish to reiterate the statement,
that the men who gave their lives for their country should be
remembered with gratitude and their widows and their chilren
should be generously treated by a grateful Nation. The men
who are wonnded in the service of their country, who incur
disabilities in such service, should likewise be generously and
liberally cared for by the Republic. I believe in generous treat-
ment in behalf of those who are suffering from disabilities
resulting from service to their country.

But I ean not bring my mind to accept a policy of indiscrimi-
nate service pensions, to give pensions to everybody who may
have served for a few days, notwithstanding his wealth, re-
gardless of his physical condition, though he may be worth
millions and though his health may be wholly unimpaired. I
can find in my conscience no justification for the application of
the pension system to cases of that character.

The bill before us contains about 170 cases of widows who
can not establish in the Pension Office a legal status as the
widow of the deceased soldier. These include women who at
the time they claim to have married the soldier were the un-
divorced, legal wives of other men, and hence were guilty of
bigamy in assuming marital relations with the soldier, and other

women who attempted to marry the soldier at a time when the
soldier himself had a living wife, and other women who have
forfeited their rights to pensions by moral irregularities. The
Pension Bureau seems to recognize common-law marriages and
to accord the widows of such marriages a pensionable status.
The cases referred to are cases where even a common-law mar-
riage could not legally have been contracted between the
parties. Congress has been liberal, indeed, in according widows
who married soldiers of the Civil War within 40 years after
the close of the war a pensionable status, and Congress should,
therefore, insist that such marriages come within the sanction
of the common law and of the marriage statutes of the several
States. It is vicious, indeed, to encourage the bringing in of
pension claims of this character,

The bill contains 75 cases of widows who married soldiers
subsequent to June 27, 1905. Congress has fixed a 40-year limit
on soldier marriages, and I can see no reason why there should
be a departure from that policy and the adoption of a different
one by these special acts, though they be earried in an omnibus
bill of the character of the one under consideration,

If one widow has married a soldier since June 27, 1905, is
to be granted a pension, then every widow of a Civil War vet-
eran who married the soldier after June 27, 1905, should be
given a pensionable status. This should be done by general aet
of Congress, and not by these special bills which have been so
numerous. Special acts in such eases are discriminatory, im-
proper, and unfair.

The bill contains 127 cases of widows who are presently on
the pension rolls and who under the Fuller Act are entitled to
be pensioned at $30 per month, who are asking to have their
pensions increased to $35, $40, 850, and $72 per month on the
ground that they are helpless or have helpless children. It is
very much doubted if the bounty of Congress to widows ought
to be extended in any case beyond $30 per month as provided
in the Fuller Act. If exceptions are to be made—and I do not
affirm that conditions may not be of such a character as to call
for the rigid application of the rule referred to—and if Con-
gress and the special committees of Congress approve and re-
port claims of this character, there will be no end of the flood
of bills which will be offered to increase pensions above the
rates fixed by law, r

Mr. McCUMBER, Do I understand the Senator to say that
the bill contains the names of widows who are granted $72 a
month?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr, McCUMBER. Will the Senator eall my attention to some
of them?

Mr. KING. I would have to take a few moments to do so,
but I feel sure that that is true.

Mr. McCUMBER. There are some soldiers who have been
granted $72 a month, but if the bill contains the names of
widows who are granted $72 a month my attention has not
been called to it.

Mr. KING. Let me say to the Senator from North Dakota
that I think they are cases in which there may be dependent
children, and the payment would go to the widow.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; I do not recall a case where such a
sum would be given to the widow and dependent children. I
think the Senator will find that he is in error about any widow
receiving that; but I would not want to speak absolutely at
this time.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if I am in error I shall be very
glad to make proper correction, and if this bill goes over until
to-morrow for a final vote I will take the pains to look through
the record very carefully to-night to verify the statement which
I have made.

Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the Senator will allow us to get
through to-day. I have tried to be accommodating to the Sen-
ator, so as to give him all the time necessary to look up mat-
ters pertaining to the bill; but realizing that to-mrorrow we
will perhaps take all day upon the Armenian question, and this
bill must pass the House after we get through, I hope the Sen-
ator will allow us to get a final vote on it this evening before
adjournment. I do not think the Senator will find a case
where $72 is appropriated for a widow. There have been large
sums granted to the widows of generals heretofore, and rather
larger sums than §72, but I do not think there are any of them
in this bill.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a limit must be set somewhere
and the only thing that Congress may safely and prudently do
is to halt all these cases at the threshold where they exceed
the limit which has been established by general law. The pur-
pose of the recent liberal general law was to relieve Congress of
the flood of private pension bills which has inundated both
branches of Congress for many years,
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I have said, however, that in my opinion no pension bill
that we may pass, regardless of the liberality and even prodi-
gality of its terms, will consummate that result. There will be
private pension bills by the hundreds and the thousands, as
long as the Senator from North Dakota lives and very much
longer, with the present views of many of the American people,
and particularly of many politicians in the United States.

The bill contains 178 cases of pensions for adulg sons and
daughters of deceased pensioners. It is usual, and I ask the
attention of Senators to this language in the committee re-
port:

To state in such cases that no one survives who has title to pensions
of soldier service— :
the clear inference being that a pension under the act of Con-
gress is to be considered as a sort of incorporeal hereditament,
to pass down by succession to the soldiers’ heirs. I have no
doubt that after a while a pension will be considered as prop-
erty which may pass by will, bequest, or devise. At any rate
the impression seems to be now that it is personal property, a
sort of incorporeal hereditament that may pass to the heirs
of the deceased, and of course it is exempt from taxation.

There are about 27 miscellaneous cases, covering instances of
soldiers whose military records show desertion, soldiers who

“ had State service as differentiated from Federal service, and

widows of Army officers who are claiming increases in pensions
above those allowed by the Fuller Act.

Mr. DIAL. To illustrate the Senator's point, if the Senator
will look on page 162 of the bill, line 16, and on top of the
next page, he will see where it is provided that in case one dies
another one’s name shall be inserted, * Entail,” I believe, is the
legal phrase,

Mr. KING. That particular case had escaped my reading,
but I have no doubt there will be found others in the bill who
will be in the same situation. As I stated, it is regarded as a
property right which may be transmitted. .

Mr, DIAL. I am learning. I am young in the business, but
I am “ catehing on.”

Mr. KING. I wish to state to my friend that I am young
in this matter, too. I have not been here long enough to become
entirely familiar with the operations of the pension system.

Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will allow me, of course
I could not hear the colloquy between the two Senators, but I
lhiave made a little further investigation with reference to the
Senator’s statement based upon his belief that there were pro-
visions for granting widows $72 per month. I will say that
there are none in the bill granted $72 per month.

I will call the Senator’'s attention to the faet that two, who
are widows of brigadier generals, have been allowed $50 each.
That is not in advance of what we have always allowed since
I have been a member of the Commitiee on Pensions. A dis-
tinetion has been made between widows of officers and widows
of privates. I have taken the position that there should be no
distinction, and that poverty meant exactly the same with one
class as with the other, but I have been voted down upon that
proposition by the Senate probably fifty times at least, and con-
sequently we have allowed that as a rule. Two of them were
allowed $50 each. There are two or three other cases where
there were two tlependent children, where the 330 had Deen
allowed to the widow and $10 each for dependent children,
where they are dependent through either physical or mental
disability. Those are the only cases, as I am informed, that
even reach the $50 limit.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I have just run through the
hill hastily, and I find that that is the case.

Mr. KING. My recollection, though, is that there are some
cases found—and these are the ones to which I alluded—where
the widow and the children or the dependent children in the
aggregate get $72.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is mistaken. The only two
cases are where there have been two dependent children, and I
think probably in both instances it will be found that they are
crippled or mentally defective, where the widow has been
allowed her regular $30 and $10 each for the dependent children.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator state the maximum amount
which has been granted by special pension fo a widow?

Mr. McCUMBER. In the case of one of the doctors, for in-
stance, who allowed himself to be bitten by a mosquito infected
with yellow fever and died as a result of that experimentation,
the widow was granted more than $50 a month. In all other
cases we have never gone above $50 a month in a report of
the committee, whether of a private or of an officer, and in
this particular bill there are none of them that are granted
more than $30 a month,

Mr, KING. Mr. President, my recollection is somewhat dif-
ferent from that of the Senator from North Dakota. I have not
the fime to examine in detail the bill before us or other pension
measures in order to ascertain the largest amounts paid from
time to time as pensions to widows,

This bill, as I have stated, is an omnibus bill carrying numer-
ous private pension bills. I have indicated the classes into
which these special claims fall. They are as follows:

1. Widows who married the ex-soldier since June 27, 1903,
and whose husbands did not die from disability incurred in the
service.

2. Soldiers who served less than 90 days in the Civil War and
who incurred no disabilify in the service.

3. Widows of soldiers who served less than 20 days in the
Civil War and who did not die from disability incurred in
service.

4. Widows who have married and remarried one or more
times since the death of the soldier under whom they clain.

5.. Widows who at the time they claimed to have married the
soldier were married and undivorced from other men and who
were consequently guilty of bigamy.

6. Widows who claimed te have married the soldier at a time
when he had another living undivorced wife, thus depriving
them of the status of a wife,

7. Dependent sons and daughters of adult age of deceased
soldiers who put forth a claim to succeed to the pension allowed
their soldier father.

8. Deserters.

9. Widows of deserters.

10. Persons already on the pension roll who desire increase in
pensions,

11. Persons who have been the benficiaries of one, two, three,
or more special aets of Congress.

None of these persons are entitled to pensions under existing
law. Hence this method of making them beneficiaries of appro-
priations from the Federal Treasury. Notwithstanding the lib-
eral pension laws enacted by Congress, special pension bills are
pressed with constant and increasing force for affirmative action
by Congress. -

Before the Civil War very few private pension acts were
passed by Congress. But beginning with the Forty-eighth Con-
gress the number of pension bills presented and enacted into law
showed a remarkable increase. During the years from 1861 to
1863, inclusive, there were only 12 special pension acts. During
the Thirty-eighth Congress there were 27 private pension acts;
during the Thirty-ninth Congress there were 138 such acts; duar-
ing the Fortieth Congress the number was 275; the Forty-first
Congress enacted 85; the Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-
fourth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses
enacted an aggregate of 989 private pension bills. A large num-
ber of special acts passed in the Fofty-eighth Congress, the
number being 598. The Forty-ninth Congress passed 856 special
pension bills and the Fiftieth Congress, 1,015. The Fifty-first
increased the number to 1,388. There was a pronounced
increase in the number of special acts. during the Fifty-
second, Fifty-third, Fifty-fourth, and Fifty-fifth Congresses, the
aggregate being 1,408. With the Fifty-sixth Congress the num-
ber of special acts increased to 1,391. In the Fifty-seventh there
were 2,171, and the Fifty-eighth Congress passed 3,358. The
Iifty-ninth Congress enacted 6,030 special acts, and the Sixtieth,
6,600. During the Sixty-first Congress the high-water mark of
special pension acts was reached, the number enacted totalling
9,649, In the Sixty-second Congress the number was 6,350, the
Sixty-third enacted 5,061, and the Sixty-fourth, 5,885,

It must be apparent that special pension bills produce inequali-
ties, result in favoritismn, and exhibit rank discrimination.

President Cleveland vetoed during his first term 228 special
acts, Of this number 175 were vetoed because the injuries
were not received in military service and in the line of duty.
Some vetoes rested upon the ground that the increases al-
lowed over the gcneral law were not justified, that in some
cases where the basis of pension was alleged “ dependency ”
there was no proof of the allegation, and other vetoes rested
upon the ground that the applicants were deserters. In this
bill and others which have become law Congress has aban-
doned all the grounds which were urged by President Cleveland
for his refusal to give Executive approval to the same. By gen-
eral law we pension those who received no injury and no dis-
ability either in the line of service or otherwise. We have
broken down the safeguards erected by law to protect the
Treasury against unjustifiable assaults, By special pension
bills deserters are cared for; persons not dependents of those
whose names were upon the military and naval branches of
the United States are made recipients of grants from the Treas-
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ury. Persons whose names were upon the rolls for less than
90 days receive consideration. Indeed, if there are any claims of
persons who directly or indirectly were in any way connected
with the Military or Naval Establishments of the Government
during the Civil War who are not being pensioned, I am not
aware of it. :

Speaking of Mr. Cleveland's attitude upon pensions and of
the evils of special pension acts, Prof. Glasson makes the fol-
lowing statement :

The determined stand of Mr. Cleveland against the abuse of special
pension legislation had the effect of bringing to the attention of the
country the recklessness of Congress in such matters and of securing
for a time at least the more careful investigation of private pension
claims in the congressional committees. Though the Republican
Fifty-first Congress—the first of President Harrison's administration—

ssed 1,388 private pension acts, the party was committed to 'liberallt
?: this direction by reason of its criticism of Mr. Cleveland’'s record.
In the second half of the Ilarrison administration the House of Rep-
resentatives was owrwholmlngl{ Democratic and only 217 special pen-
sion acts were passed. In the fo ears of Cleveland's second admin-
istration 497 private pension bills became law. Mr. Cleveland’s suec-
cessors in the Presidency have not emnlated his record of opposition
to private pension bills.” In the McKinley and Roosevelt administra-
tions the number of such measures increased very largely, and in
Mr. Taft's administration 15,999 pensions were grauted by special act.

Congress is obviously not a suitable place for the investigation and
just settlement of private pension claims. The pressure of general busi-
ness s too great. There is little time for the detalled discussion of
such matters on the floor of either House, and the recommendation
of the Pension Committees must usually be followed without question
if Lusiness is to be done. These committees can give no proper con-
sideration to the thousands of claims presented. The passage of a
certain number of pension claims upon plausible representations be-
comes practically a form of congressional patronage. Some Members
are assiduous in seeking pensions for constituents to the exclusion
of activities of a more public nature. It would be an improvement
upon present methods if Congress should pass special pension bills
‘only upon the recommendation of the Pension Bureau. The general
pension laws are liberal, and the number of meritorious claims not
within their scope must be very limited. The officers of the Pension
Bureau have better facilities to learn the facts and form a just opin-
jon in exceptional cases than Congress, and the history of the bureaun
will not convict it of bias n{gninat claimants. Under the present sys-
tem there is unfair discrimination against the pensioners under the
public laws by reason of the great number of increases secured by

rivate bills for those who are able to gain the favor and ald of
ienators and Representatives.

The same author submits a rather serious indictment against
Congress. I express no opinion as to the justice of his crltici_gm
but submit that those who are familiar with pension legislation
will have very decided views with regard to this matter.

In recent years the great majority of pensions granted by special
net are in the nature of increases to rates in excess of the amounts
provided for in the general laws. In such cases the claim is usually
made that the circumstances of the particular applicant justify a rate
higher than that normally paid. Dut it is fairly obvious that such in-
creases are due more to the favor of Members of Congress than to any
just and careful comparison of the merits and necessities of the appli-
cants with those of other pensioners receiving the same allowance.

We are all familiar with the fact that a large number of
special laws are for the purpose of correcting the military
records of those who are shown upon the Government rolls to
be deserters. There was never any thought about correcting the
record upon the part of a great majority of those shown to be
deserters until pensions were desired. Under the law where
the records show dishonorable discharge or desertion no pen-
sion could be obtained. Accordingly, as stated, there have been
for many years hundreds of special pension bills enacted to
remove the charge of desertion or the record of dishonorable
discharge. As soon as such acts were passed pensions were
then paid to the beneficiaries.

Prof. Glasson, in speaking of the passage of private pension
bills, states that:

On * pension day ' there is commonly no quorum present. In the
presence of a few Memberg, it has been a general practice to take up
the pension bills reported by the committee and put them through the
form of passage In a perfunctory manner and with remarkable speed.
In some Congresses they have been passed at the rate of two or three
a minute. Very few Members take the trouble to vote on such occasions
or give any attention to the procedure, which is by general consent.
Occusionally some disgusted southern Member, or some Member who
has a grievance, stops the process tempornriiy by insisting on the
presence of a quorum. Instead of passing a separate law granting each
yension, Congress has in recent years followed the practice of includ-
ng many grants of specin.llpenmon as items. in a sort of omnibus bill,

Under this practice, If the ident were di d to veto some objee-

tionable nts he could not do so without at the same time causing the
failure of all the other pension provisions in the bill.

The anthor speaks of “no quorum™ being present in the
House on * pension days.” During the consideration of pension
hills in the Senate it is a rare occasion when more than a dozen
Senators are present.,

As I have stated the American people have always been
(esirous of dealing generously with the families of those whose
lives were given for their country and those who were injured
or received disabilities in the line of service. But that generous
policy which met with such cordial approbation throughout the
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country has been departed from and disability pensions are no
longer important. The announced plan is to grant service pen-
sions without regard to extent of service or the necessity for
governmental gratuities. “Arrears” pension acts have been
passed to supplement the general laws, and special acts have
followed where the former legislation was inadequate to meet
demands for Federal contributions.

A House executive document of the Fifty-first Congress, first
session, reveals some of the evils which have grown up in the
pension administration. For instance, one of the principal ex-
aminers in the Pension Bureau was receiving a salary of $2,000
per year. He filed an application alleging * disability from
malarial disease.” An examination by the bureau’s surgeon re-
futed his claim. Several years afterward his claim was granted
and a pension allowed with arrears extending back to August,
1865, the amount paid being several thousand dollars,

It would be interesting to review in detail the legislation
which has been enacted by Congress since the Civil War dealing
with pensions, and the activities of the various organizations
which have aided such legislation. I shall not, however, take
the time of the Senate for that purpose, but will content myself
witha hurried reference to these matters. The fact is, however,
that loeal and national organizations have been potential in
political parties and have influenced legislation. Demands have
been made under threat of defeat of candidates for important
political positions who did not signify their approval of policies
projected by local organizations or representatives of those who
were seeking general or special laws for pensions and govern-
mental grants. In the House reports of the Forty-sixth Con-
gress evidence is submitted which shows the methods employed
to secure pension appropriations, which are discreditable to all
concerned and constitute a dark page in the legislative ex-
perience of our country.

Mr. Bentley, when Commissioner of Pensions, directed at-
tention to the fraudulent claims for pensions prosecuted under
laws which had been secured through undue and improper
influence. In his statement he uses this language:

As the law stood previous to the passage of the arrears act the
temptation to frand was very great, but since that act it is many
times increased. Then the claims were comparatively few in which
any considerable sum of money would be the immediate reward of a
successfully prosecuted claim, but since that act every invalld claim
allowed, as well as many of the other classes, will have in it from
several hundred to several thousand dollars due the claimant at the
first payment.

It is estimated by those best informed that there have been not less
than $2,000,000 paid out annua!ig for fraudulent pensions. In my
judgment, the estimate is below rather than above the actual amount.

With the temptation to the commission of fraud so greatly increased,
and the road to the Treasury easy through ex parte proceedings, the
consequences can easily be foretold. Not only will the people be
taxed to pay an annual tribute to the unworthy, amounting to several
millions of dollars, but with so many claims pending and still to be
presented and the avenues to the two or three hundred persons, more
or less, who are charged with their adi]ust ment open for the approach of
interested parties, it will be little less than a miracle if extemsive
official corruption does not follow.

Speaking of the pension act of 1890, Prof. Glasson states that
under it pensions might be received by persons who were re-
ceiving handsome incomes from their services as skilled workers,
or as lawyers, physicians, public officialg, business men, and
bankers. While the act declared that pensions were to he
granted to ex-soldiers for incapacity to perform * manual”
labor, it was construed to grant pensiens to persons in the lines
of employment just referred to,

Pensions were provided for the highly paid but rheumatic lawyer,
for the prosperous business man hurt in a street acecident, for the
ex-soldier public officlal with heart disease, and for the mechanic who
had lost & hand in an industrial aceident. It was well to have these
ills of life provided for, but questionable whether military reasons
:eqnircd the provision to be made at the expense of the gencral
AxXpayer.

There was no distinetion in granting pensions to those in
affluent circumstances and the poor.

The act was not a national gratunity or dignified form of relief for
indigent and infirm veterans, as contemplated by the advocates of a
dependent pension bill, for it pensioned alike the rich and the poor,
the prosperous and the unprosperous. It was pot a reward for long
and meritorious service in the Army, for it treated the three through
the whole war., 1t was mot a conzg.\ensaiiun for injuries and disease
contracted in the camp or on the batfle field, for it pensioned for mental
and physical disabilities whenever and wherever incurred, except thosae
resulting from vicious habits.

Under this act this author states that widows’ pensions were:
granted regardless of the cause of the husband’'s death and to—

widows who were unborn, or merely small children when the Civil War
ended. * * * This provision (*apm:ialéir benefited young women who,
long years after the war, married middle-aged or elderly ex-soldiers.
It fs hard to see why such widows and children born of such mar-
riages are more deserving of national aid than the dependent widows
and children of other lo%al citizens who were never called upon to per-
form military service. he experienee of the Pension Burean has also
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‘been that the desire on the part oégoung widows to retain pensions
has frequently resulted in immoral ances rather than in remarriages
which would cause the loss of the pensions.

Speaking of this act and the circumstances of its passage,
Prof. Glasson says:

It was a high bid for the political sulp ort of the 450,000 Grand Army
of the Republic men and other ex-so dgm
and Democratic parties bidding. To the professional politician it was
a way to spend the surplus, which appealed to the sentiment of the
{heople and which also promised to produce votes for the candidates of

e party. Undoubtedly in passing the act of 1890 the Republican
Congress and national adm
the great majority of the Grand Army of the Republic voters.

It was estimated that this act before it was superseded in
1907 cost the country over a billion dollars. Mr. H. Clay Evans,
who was Commissioner of Pensions under the McKinley admin-
istration, in reporting the practices of the Pension Bureau in
administering the act of 1890, said:

1 am free to say that the practice has never been to inquire into the
capacity of the claimant to earn a support. The f[:olt*l:m]'.u:l'm.1ri have been
pensioned alike, on npé:lication, with the less fortunate, plainly on
ghowing dsabilities or disease, without any reference to the clalmant's
wealth or capacity to earn a support.

1 referred to the powerful influences which have secured pass-
age of pension legislation. Gen. SgERwooDp, who has been in the
House for many years, stated:

You ean Eft anyone to vote for any pension bill you want in any
legislature the North, because the members do not dare to vote
against it. (CoNeuEssioNAL Recomp, 62d Cong., 24 sess., pt. 1, 127.)

Representative Dies, of Texas, indicated a concurrence in
this view when he said: ,

I am a party Democrat and I want my party to win, but the naked
truth is that the Democratic Party is just as cowardly on this pension
guestion as ever the Republican y dared to be. * < % Every
man whe votes for this pension se indirectly votes against lower
tariff taxatiom.

The Sherwood bill was passed in the House by a vote of 229
to 93. This measure, it is estimated, has increased the burdens
to the Government of more than $75,000,000 per annum. As I
recall, the distinguished chairman of the Senate committee

[Mr. McCumeer] stated that the Sherwood bill would involve .

an annual increase of more than $75,000,000 and that a bond
issue might be required to meet the obligations which it ereated.

T'erhaps the reluctance of members of the National Legisla-
ture to oppose pension bills may be in part understood when it
is known that on the 30th day of June, 1912, there were more
than 846,000 persons on the Federal pension list.

That those receiving pensions from the Federal Government
constitute a powerful force in the various States is evident
when it is recalled that in 1900 there were in the District of
Columbia 1 pensioner for every 22 of the population. In Maine
there was 1 pensioner to every 35 of population. In Kansas
it was 1 to every 86; in Indiana 1 to every 37; in Ohio 1 to

every 40. Ohio in that year received in Federal pensions $15,-

171,000 and Indiana received $10,339,000. The population of

the United States in 1900 was 75,994,575, and the number of |

Federal pensioners in the country was 988,440,

The Sherwood bill as it passed the House was greatly modi-
fied in the Senate. Indeed, a substitute was presented by the
Senator from North Dakota which passed by an overwhelming
majerity and the conferees made some slight changes and ac-
cepted the Senate bill; it became a law on May 11, 1912. This
act granted pensions to all whose names had been upon the roll
for 90 days or more in the Civil War and were 62 years of age
or over, It further provided  that pensions should be paid
without regard to age or length of service to persons who served
in the Civil War and were honorably discharged and who were
disabled from performing manual labor as the result of wounds
received in batfle or in the line of duty or as the result of
disease or other causes incurred in the line of duty. Within a
very short time after the passage of this act more than 4,600
applications for relief under it were filed in the Pension Bu-
reau. This act superseded the service and age pension act of
1907, and within a short time all who were receiving pensions
under that act were obtaining the benefits of the act of 1912.
Of course, the charge upon the Treasury greatly increased, and
in 1914, $172,409,600 was paid as pensions. Another pension
bill was passed in September, 1916, under which the list of pen-
sioners was greatly increased. Under its provisions a young
woman who married an ex-soldier 40 years after the Civil War
may be pensioned for life. She may be married a number of
times after the death of the ex-soldier, but whenever she is a
widow, regardless of her wealth or income, she is to be pen-
sioned. At the end of the fiscal year of 1917=-more than $2230,-
000,000 had been paid to those whose names had been upon the
rolls of the military and naval branches of the Government,
and to their widows and their relatives, in cases where there
had been no proof of disability, or injury, or any disabilty

, with both the Republican ¢

tration attached strongly to that party

contracted while in the military service, In addition to this
amount the cost of administering the law amounted to approxi-
mately $133,000,000. :

Pensions have been granted without diserimination between
the poor and the prosperous, and until 1912, as I reecall, there
was no recognition given to long military service. The 90-day
men received the same pension as the soldier who served during
the entire war,

The pension system and its administration has been criticized
by Prof. Glasson in these words:

The administration of the laws h 1
?wumm and interference. Som: a%ﬁp?n?gtrteﬁgngnwggd begg I:rciﬂg‘itllacnn:
to E;otec;!; the Treasury from imposition and fraud; others have been

liberal ™ to the point of facilitating the pensioning of persons whose
[ were of doubtful merit or supporied by false representations.
Under ihe pension laws, tmposition has often been easy and the fruits
of dishon great. Ti:e provisions granting pensions for disabilities
not of service origin have stimulated dependence amon
and tended to place the service of the citizen to the
mercenary a basis.

I have here a number of articles written by Burton J. Hen-
drick, which were reported in the World's Work, dealing with
what he denominates “pork-barrel pensions.” Attention is
called upon the title page of the pamphlet containing the arti-
cles to the fact that for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914,
there were paid for pensions alone more than $172,000,000, and
that that amount combined with the expenditures for the Army
and Navy give a military budget of more than $466,000,000. We
have been accustomed to speak of Prussian militarism, and yet
the German Empire in the year 1912 expended only, $491,000,000
for pensions and for its military and naval operations. In 1913
our national expenditures, exclusive of the Postal Service, were
less than $749,000,000; but we spent more than one-half of our
income on our military budget.

In these articles Mr. Burton exposes the methods by which
pensions were obtained, describes how deserters were made into
heroes by statute, and the methods by which pernicious private
pension bills were enacted into law. These articles are a
scathing indictment of the work of Congress and the sinister
and improper influences which have procured legislation dealing
with pensions. In a former speech I have referred to these
articles and will therefore make no further reference to them
at this time,

The Senator from North Dakota is anxious to have this bill
passed to-night. I have no doubt his views are shared by other
Benators; at least, by those who are in attendance. The great
majority of the Members of this body manifest no interest in
the measure, assuming, I presume, that it will encounter no
successful opposition and will speedily receive the approval of
the Senate. Let me repeat what I said when the so-called Sells
bill was before the Senate: It is impossible to defeat any pen-
sion bill. Indeed, it is impossible to accomplish the defeat of
any appropriation bill. Experience has demonstrated that
Congress is impotent to cope with organizations formed in our
country for the purpose of obtaining contributions from the
Treasury of the United States. No matter the character of the
appropriations sought, whether worthy or unworthy, whether
meritorious or devold of merit, if the organizations back of it
are powerful enough and continue their efforts and pressure
with sufficient zeal and pertinaecity, they will in the end secure
what they ask.

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him
for a moment on that proposition? :

Mr. KING. Certainly.

Mr. THOMAS, It became my duty on Saturday to lay before
the Senate the terms of an understanding between the Literary
Digest and the postal employees’ uniong of the country, one of
the most sordid arrangements for securing aid from the Treas-
ury that has thus far come under my notice. Not a single paper
in the United States, so far as I have been able fo ascertaino,
up to this time has sald a word about it; not a word. The
great papers of New York yesterday morning and the Wash-
ington and other papers which I have examined all were as
silent as the grave upon the proposition, and largely, I presume,
because they expect to be in time the beneficiaries of the agree-
ment, if it shall succeed to the extent of repealing the present
rates of second-class postage,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I regret to learn of the incident
to which the Senator refers. Revelations of this kind are
very depressing to me and T believe they must similarly affect
all patriotic Americans. My information has been to the effect
that the postal employees were not adequately paid. I have
indicated to a number of them that I would support a measure
that gave them relief and a just and fair compensation.*

If it be a fact that the employees of the Government adopted
methods referred to by the Benator from Colorado a few days
ago, for the purpose of securing the passage of legislation, I

the wveterans
te upon too
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believe that it was improper and that it should oceasion pro-
found regret throughout the country. And if the magazine to
which the Senator refers sought by the advoeacy of the legisla-
tion to secure financial advantage in the form of reduced postal
rates, its conduct was most reprehensible and calls for con-
demnation from all honest men. If other newspapers were
parties to any arrangement by the terms of which they were
to advocate legislation for the relief of postal employees, in
consideration of which the latter were to use their influence
to procure legislation beneficial to the newspapers, they have
been guilty of an immoral act for which there is no extenua-
tion, If the facts are as stated by the Senator from Colorado,
it makes an ugly page in contemporaneous history.

The American people have been justly proud of the record
made by the press of this country.
days as well as since the liberties of the American people have
been ably defended by the press. Some of the greatest men
of our country have been editors, and their pens have been
dipped in fire, as they have led the people in mighty contests
to secure political reforms, and moral victories. The press
bas been the bulwark of American freedom. We pronounce
with reverence the illustrious names of Franklin and Greely
and Bowles and Dana and Grady and Watterson and the hun-
dreds of others who have marde glorious the press of our land,
and who with knightly courage have borne the torch of intel-
lectual liberty and social justice to guide the people in the
days of peace as well as in the hours of national peril.

We remember the words of Jefferson when he stated that he
would rather live in a country that'had no government and had
newspapers, than in one where there was a government but
no newspapers. He recognized the value of the press and re-
garded it as indispensable to liberty and progress. Unfor-
tunately some newspapers exist only to advocate special in-
terests or class legislation. Others are the personal organs of
individuals who seek political preferment or have financial or
other interests which they desire to protect. There are news-
papers which are partisan and bigoted, and only intrested in
the success of political organizations. The merits of politieal
questions or the ethical principles involved are wholly without
interest and receive no consideration.

Fortunate indeed is the country which possesses an independ-
ent and honest press. As long as we have men to lead us who
have courage and sincerity and honesty, men who love their
country and have an abiding faith in its destiny, and who be-
lieve that justice and righteousness will ultimately prevail
throughout the world, our country will be safe. The American
people desire the truth. They want good government. They
have faith in the political principles upon which this Nation
is founded. They may be misled for a time and be betrayed
in an evil hour, and their feet may depart under the direction
of false leaders from the paths of safety, but ultimately they
will find themselves, and guided by the spirit of Washington
and Jefferson and those who have preserved and glorified this
Nation, they will support and defend the Constitution of the
United States and rescue it and the institutions of our land from
all enemies, whether foreign or domestic.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the committee amendment.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I desire to amend the amend-
ment by striking out all of those paragraphs which give or
grant pensions to men who served less than 90 days.

There are 65 in this category. I presume I will have to state
them for the Recorp, though it will take some time, I will say
to the Senator, to call attention to each of the items.

Mr. McCUMBER. I presume, Mr. President, that a motion
could be made to strike out all of those items, and that then
the Secretary, with the assistance of the Senator from Utah,
could determine which ones fall under the motion. We could
dispose of the question very much quicker, of course, in that
way.

Mr. KING. If the Senator will permit me, I will say that
I have numbered each item in the bill, treating it as a para-
graph, the last item being 680. :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah may

send his amendment to the desk in order that it may appear
in the Recorp.
. Mr. KING. I will state that the items I move to strike out
are numbered 6, 7, 15, 48, 84, 94, 101, 109, 117, 118, 127, 140,
151, 160, 163, 183, 198, 208, 212, 219, 225, 251, 252, 265, 272,
276, 289, 302, 313, 318, 326, 329, 335, 337, 338, 353, 360, 361,
362, 364, 368, 370, 420, 441, 472, 475, 480, 482, 518, 531, 542,
549, 55T, 564, 574, 584, HIT, 603, 605, 607, and 628,

Those are the numbers, Mr. President, which constitute the
amendment as I have indicated them upon the printed bill

In the pre-Revolutionary.

now upon the desk of the Secretary and upon the desks of
Senators, so that it is very easy by looking at the copy of the
bill which I have, and which I have numbered, to determine
the items which are embraced in my motion,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the.
Senator may present his amendment to the committee amend-
ment as he has thus indicated it.

Mr. KING. Let me state, in order that Senators may under-
stand what miy motion is, that the present law fixes 90 days
as the minimum service to entitle a soldier to a service pen-
sion. There are 65 items in the bill in which pensions are
granted for a service of less than 90 days. My motion is to
strike from the bill all of those items granting pensions for less
than 90 days’ service, because it proposes a departure from
existing law; it is unfair and discriminatory, and it will
establish a precedent which in the end will be utilized to
secure service pensions for everyone who was enrolled in the
Army or the Navy, though he served but for one day or for
one hour, if his name appeared upon the rolls. That will be
the result of the enactment of this bill, and it seems to me that
no one can defend a departure from the existing law when the
precedent to be established portends such serious consequences.

The amendment of Mr. King to the amendment reported by
the committee is as follows:

On page 59, after line 21, to strike out:

“The name of Hen Seebers, late unassigned, Eleventh Regiment
Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50
per month.”

At the top of page 60, to strike out:

* The name of Nason B. Cunningham, late of Company E, Sixth Regi-
ment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$50 per month.” .

On page 61, after line 14, to sirike out:

“The name of John I. .imy, late of unassigned Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

n page 67, after line 19, to strike out:

** The name of Mary J. Bowen, widow of Russell Bowen, late of Com-
pany G, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 75, after line 5, to strike out: :

“ The name of Harriet M. Godrrlt?v, widow of Edwin J. Godfrey, late
of Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 77, after line 8, to strike out:

“The name of Olive M. Kelly, widow of George Kellfv_ late of Com-
Eany C, Eighty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay

er a pension at the rate of $30 g}?r month."”

On page 78, after line 13, to strike odnt:

“The name of Fred Hauk, late of Company C, Fifty-fifth Regiment
Indiana t\i‘lol'unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month,’

On page 79, after line 21, to strike out:

“The name of Mary Sullivan, widow of Cornelius Sullivan, late of
Company L, Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

n page 81, after line 15, to strike out: .

“The name of David Rushlon, enrolled as David Rushton, late of
Company C, Eighty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay

him a sion at the rate of $30 per month.”
On the same page, after line 19, to strike out:
“ The name of George Bowen, late of Second Battery, Vermont Volun-

teertgdsht Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per
month." =
On page 83, after line 4, to strike out :

“ The name of Charles Waide, late of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regi-
ment New York Volunteer Infaniry, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $30 per month.” .

On page 85, after line 9, to strike out: E

“The name of Lillian M. Evans, widow of William W, Evans, late
of Company C, One hundred and ninety-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pal; her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 87, after line 8, to strike qut:

“The name of Harriet 8. Parker, widow of Charles Parker, late of
Company G, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 88, after line 20, to strike out:

“The name of Gideon C, Lewis, late of Company I, Eighteenth Regi-
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$30 per month.”

On page 89, after line 6, to strike out:

“The name of Joseph Ford, late of Company G, Third Regiment
Potomac Home Brigade Maryland Veolunteer Infantry, and Pay him a

nsion at the rate of $50 per month, the same to be paid him without
Reeductlnn or rebate on account of former alleged erroneous payments
of pension.”

On page 92, after line 18, to strike out:

“The name of Rhoda A, tty, widow of Samuel T. Beatty, late of
Company H, Thirty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Emergency Militia
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 95, after line 12 to strike out:

“The name of Samuel W. Hayden, late private Sixth Independent
Company Ohio Volunteer Sharpshooters, and pay him a pension at the
rate of {30 &;r month in lHeu of that he is now receiving.”

On page 96, after line 11, to strike out: ;

“ The name of Louisa E. Prickett, widow of Willilam W. Prickett, late
of Company I, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

At the top of page 98, to strike out:

“The name of Margaret A. Davis, widow of Wilson H. Davis, late of
Comrany F, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a
penslon at the rate of $30 per month.” ‘

On page 99, after line 4, to strike out:

“ The name of Elizabeth Morand, widow of Alfred L. 8. Morand, late
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.”
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On page 100, after line 4, to strike out :

“The name of Margaret W. Mitchell, widow of Walter P, Mitchel
late of Capt. Thatcher's Independent company, Pettls County Missou
Home Guards, and Company C, Fortieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri
Militia, and 8;13" her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.,”

On page 104, after line 21, to strike out:

“The name of Sarah Cox, widow of James L. Cox, late of Company
H, Bixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pen-
gion at the rate of £30 per month.”

At the top of page 103, to strike out:

“The name of Mary J. Martin, widow of William 8.-Martin, late of
Company H, Sixty-third Regiment Enrolled Missourl Militia, and pay
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 107, after line 2, to strike out:

“ The name of Louisa C. Southerland, widow of James C. Souther-
land, late of Capt. Gilbreath’s company of Alabama Scouts and Guides,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 108, after line 7, to strike out:

“The name of F. W. Gerding, late special agent, Ordnance Depart-
ment, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month."” .

At the top of page 100, to strike out:

“ The name of Mollie Reck, widow of William L. Reck, late of Com-
gll_l;lr C, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan-

 and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

Onfﬂm 111, after line 11, to strike out:

* The pame of Jacob II. Martz, late of Company D, Second Regiment
Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 113, after line 16, to strike out:

“The name of Jane Jadwin, widow of Benjamin Jadwin, late of Com-

ny B, Ninetieth Regiment Ohic Volunteer Infantry, and enty-second
ndependent Battery, Ohio Velunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pen-

sion at the rete of $30 per month.”

On page 115, after line 14, to strike out:

“The name of Sarah M., Doan, widow of Willlam F. Doan, late of Com-
any D, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay
er a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

At the top of page 117 to strike out: :

“ The name of S8ylvia Hitchcock, widow of George-A. Hitcheock, late of
Company A, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $30 per month."”

On page 118, after line 9, to strike out:

*The name of Robert C. Pollock, late of Com
ment Pennsylvania Yolunteer Cavalry, and pay
of $30 per month.” 2

On the same page, ‘after line 20, to strike out:

“ The name of Phebe Morgan, widow of John H, Morgan, late of Com-

y F, Beventy-eighth ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay
er a4 pension at the rate of $30 per month."” y

On geage 119, after line 22, to strike out: v

“The name of Eliza Gratz, widow of Paul H. Gnatz, alias Panl F.
Ochs, late of Companly A, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav-
alry, and Company I, One hu and seventy-eighth ent New
Yorl;hVolunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per
month.”

On 120, after line 7, to strike out:

“ Thp:%enmc of Richard M. Johnson, late of Company B, One hundred
and ninety-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infartry, and pay him a pen-
gion at the rate of $30 per month.”

On the same page, after line 11, to strike ont:

“The name of Anna D. Abel, widow of Willlam A. Abel, late of
Cbmpany E, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay
her a pension at the rate of Wr month.* .

At the top of page 123, to e out:

“The name of Jennie D, Matteson, former widow of David Johns,
late of Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry,
und pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 124, after line 4, to strike out:

“The name of Delilah J. Feist, widow of Albert Feist, late of Com-

any B, Fifteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Velunteer Infantry, and pay
ﬂer a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On the same page, after line 8, to strike out:

“ The name of Euphrates Huff, widow of John A. Huff, late of the
U. 8. steamship Tyler, Western Gunboat Flotilla, and pay her a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.”™

On the same page, after line 12, to strike out:

“mhe name of Jemima Trueax, widow of George M. Trueax, late of
Company A, Ninety-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 month.'"

On the same page, after line 20, to s e out:

“fhe name of William Blades, late of Company B, Permanent Bat-
talion, Camnp Russell, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and unassigned,
Twenty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 123, after line 12, strike out: .

“The name of Sarah Virginia Pollard, widow of Allisori W. Pollard,
late of Company K, Seventeenth ent Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry,
and pay her a pem"ion at the rate of $30 month."”

Oun page 125, after line 20, to strike out:

“ The name of Adam Mikle, late of Company A, First Regiment Ohlo
Volunteer Cavalry, and gay him a pension at the rate of §30 per month.”

At the top of 136, to strike out:

*“ The name o rge W. Burk, late of Company ¥, Fifty-eighth
Negiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay & pension at the
rate of $30 per month.” .

On e 140, after line 6, to strike out:

“The name of Jane McMahon, widow of Matthew McMahon, late
of Company D, nd Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

Em page 145, after line 13, to e out:

“The name of Cora B. Kelley, widow of James Kelley, late of Com-

any C, Tenth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay
Ber a pension at the rate of $30 month,”

At the top of :pnge 146, to strike out:

“ The name of Israel Boyer, alias Geo Johnson, late of Company C,
Eighth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 146, after line 22, to strike out:

“The name of Samnel Pryor, late of Compan,

ny B, Sixteenth Regl-
a pension at the rate

¥ E, Thirteenth Regi-
a pension at the rate

ment Maryland Volunteer antry, and pay
of $20 per month.”

On page 147, after line 4, to strike out:

“ The name of Deter Boyd, late -of Company F, Twelfth Regiment
United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pensioh at
the rate of $30 per month.”

9n ge 154, after line 8, to strike out:

The name of Har{‘ E. Leroy, widow of Fred, allas Frederick, Leroy,
late of Company B, First Regiment United States Reserve Corps, Mis-
souri Militia, am‘i’_gny her a?ens!on at the rate of $30 per month.”

.0" page 156, er line 17, to strike out:
tﬂ[;‘T!?éa‘!nll_ne of Mary S‘Zemfﬁ' Iw!ﬂgw oﬁegirlnm merner,h!nte of Cap-

napp’s company, Seven ndiana on, an er a pension
at the rate of $30 per month.” J oL :

On page 158, after line 12, to strike out:

*The name of Busan II. Orr, widow of Charles W. Orr, late of
Company €, Ninth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missouri Volunteer
Militla, and pay her a pension st the rate of $30 per month.” L

On page 159, after line 17, to strike out :

“The vame of Sarah Keys, widow of William T. Keys, late of Com-
E:ny I, Seventy-second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay

r i pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

9n page 161, after lne 5, to strike out:

The name of Louisa R. Bechtel, widow of Morgan 8, Bechtel, late
of Company G, One hundred and fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On page 163, after line 8, to strike out:

“The name of Ab Merriman, widow of Henry L. Merriman, ‘late
of Company K, One hundred and seventy-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

On gs& 165, after line 11, to strike out:

“ The name of Ellen B.-Vestile, widow of George W. Vestile, late of
Captain Bassett’s independent company, Ninth l%egiment Indiana Le-
gion, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month."”

911 167, aftteJr ling 13, tﬁestrgka out :

e name of Josep! e arborn, late unassigned, Tenth Regl-
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r(:s;:e
of $20 per month.”™

On _page 169, after line 19, to strike ont:

“The name of Alice Hingsom widow of Thomas J. Hingson, late of
Company C, One hundred and -sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer
Infantry, and Company A, Thirty-sixth Regiment United States Infan-
iry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that
she js now receiving and $6 Eer month additional on account of each of
grhelémlnor children of said Thomas J, Hingson until they reach the age

ears.” L

Oneypng'e 170, after line 22, to strike out:

* The name of Martha A. Robbins, widow of Leander C. Rohbins, late
of Company F, Seventy-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

9%& ’o?%iﬂ::neﬁtnl strikel?u};te f C F, Fifteenth

- . a v
R t Maine Volunteer Inmnﬁf”m pay him :mp%aﬁgfon at the erl;te
of $24 per month.”

On page 171, after line 12, to strike out:

* The name of Elizabeth Ross, widow of Adam Ross, late 6f Company
D, One hundred and forty-ninth ent Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and
pasnher a pension at the rate.of $30 per month”

0 Tg):sn 175, after line 8, to strike out:

name of Emiline Hartley, widow of James R. Hartley, late of
Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month.”

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I shall boil down what T
desire to say in answer to the argument of the Senator from
Utah [Mr. Kixe] in not to exceed three minutes of time. I
can give a reason which the Senator undoubtedly has not fully
considered why in certain cases it is perfectly proper to include
!’1(1] :llay special pension bill those who may have served less than

5.

I wish first to present to the Senate facts showing exactly
what this pension bill involves. It will be recalled that the
other House has been passing private pensions since last Sep-
tember. Those bills have come to the Senate, but we have
held them in abeyance until, as the Senator from Utah has
suggested, they embrace about 2,900 names, or about 3,000
altogether in the House bills, Most of those bills were passed
in the House before the Fuller bill was presented to the Senate
and before the Fuller bill was even passed by the House, Then,
there were a number of Senate bills. It was quite certain that
the Fuller bill would pass both Houses, and I therefore, on my
own motion, asked that all of the special pension bills be laid
aside until we should have disposed of the Fuller bill. Having
disposed of the Fuller bill, we then took one of the House bills
and amended it by striking out all after the enacting clause,
and then inserting in lieu of the portion stricken out the
names of all of those out of the three thousand or thirty-five
hundred in both Senate and House bills who would not be
taken care of by the Fuller pension bill. So we have prac-
tically a year of pension bills all crowded into this single
omnibus bill. It is not, however, nearly as vital, I think, as the
Senator from Utak would indicate it to be.

As the Senator has stated, the bill contains the names of 630
pensioners, and 379 of those cases provide for a pension of $30
a month for widows who otherwise would not be pensionable
under the general law. In 160 cases a pension of $20 per month
has been recommended. Those items are intended to pension
helpless and dependent children of soldiers independently of
the parents; that is, where the beneficiaries are orphans.

In 86 cases a pension of $35 per month is recomnitnded.
Those cases cover widows who are now receiving $30 per
month under existing laws, who are over the age of 75 years,
and require the constant aid and attention of other persons.
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In 38 cases $40 per month is granted. Those items cover the
cases of widows who have one minor child to support; and I
think a caréful examination will elicit the fact that the child
is perfectly helpless, either mentally or physically. Where the
case simply involves a minor child, of course, the extra pen-
sion of $10 a month will cease when the child becomes 16 years
of age.

There are 17 cases where $50 per month is granted. This
class covers the cases of widows who have two minor children
to support, and also a few soldiers who can not get that rate
under existing law.

There are four cases where $72 per month is granted.. They
are cases in which the soldier rendered long and faithful service
and is now absolutely helpless and requires the constant aid and
attention of another person, as, for instance, where the soldier
is paralyzed. I recall one case among this number where
there is not only complete paralysis but also where the soldier
is dying from stomach eancer and can not last longer than a
few weeks.

There are two cases where $24 a month is granted.

After all these cases are included, what is the proposed legis-
lation going to cost the Government? If all the beneficiaries
live for a single year the amount added to the pension roll will
be $182,760, which is rather a mere bagatelle compared with the
sums which we are almost daily voting; but as, aceording to
present statistics, about one-half of those to whom we grant
private pensions die within one year, the total expenditure in-
volved will not amount to more than half the sum I have named.
So the Treasury is not going to be lpoted to any great extent by
taking care of the old soldiers and their widows covered by the
pending bill.

Mr. President, I wish now to answer very briefly the objec-
tions upon which the pending motion of the Senator from Utah
is based. He says that it has been the inflexible rule to grant
no pension to a soldier who has served for less than 90 days. In
that the Senator is mistaken. If a soldier incurred a disability,
although he may not have served three days, he has a pension-
able status. If the Senator will carefully examine the items
included in this bill, I think he will find, if not in every instance,
at least in nearly every instance, that the cases covered are
those of soldiers who have a pensionable status, although they
served less than 90 days, but are not pensionable at the rate
provided in the various items, Suppose-a soldier 65 or 68 years
of nge who served 60 days was wounded in battle, and has been
drawing a pension during all of the ensuing time for that wound,
but his pension will not be $72 per month. Now, let us suppose
that he is suffering from total paralysis and needs the con-
stant aid and attention of another person. In that event he is
granted an additional pension because of the necessity for aid
and attention. His case is not covered by the general law, but
it will be covered by this bill. So the objection which the Sen-
ator from Utah urges, that these items should not be included in
the pending bill, because they relate to soldiers who were not
in battle, did not incur any disability, and served for less than
90 days, is untenable and arises from an erroneous understand-
ing of the cases.

Now, in regard to the widows, I think if the Senator will
examine the record very carefully he will find that the facts
justify the recommendation of the committee. Take, for in-
stance, the case of a man who was a good soldier, who fought
for the preservation of the life of his country, and because of
whose valor and suffering we have a United States of America
to-day. He was possibly married during the war or very
shortly thereafter. He died a few years ago, leaving a widow
old and helpless. She was a pretty good wife to the soldier,
possibly during many long years, perhaps even during the time
of his service. Being helpless and old, she did not want to
go to the poorhouse, but felt that, perhaps, by marrying some
man he might give her a good home, so that she could live
the remainder of her allotted life in peace. To get married
after 75 years of age, or even 60, I think is hardly the thing
to do; but old ladies are liable to make mistakes, and I am
willing to forgive them under the circumstances if they did
not make a good marriage after they were 60 or 70 years of
age, and I am ready, in honor of this old soldier who kept the
flag of his country flying through the dark days of 1861 to
18635, to take her back and give her a pension, even though she
married once or twice or thrice. Of course, she was foolish
to do so, but when people get in their dotage I forgive them
a great many things that I would not forgive if they were
young people in the vigor of manhood and womanhood; and a
close examination of these cases will show that we have not
been unjust in granting the little stipend to a widow who
made a mistake in thinking that she could get married after

she got to be an old woman and that the marriage would be a
happy and a pleasant one. She made a mistake; maybe she
got a divorce; and if she did, and is now penniless, I want to
help her out because of the love and the gratitude I have
toward the old soldier who saved this country.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Spexcer in the chair).
Does the Senator from North Dakota yield to the Senator from
Colorado?

Mr. McCUMBER. I do.

Mr. THOMAB. Do I understand from the Senator that all
of the widows who are cared for in this bill are over 70 or 75
years of age?

Mr., McOUMBER. No; some of them are younger and were
foolish enough to get married when they were 60 years of age.

Mr, THOMAS. Some were younger than that.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; perhaps some of them were 53 years
of age. There were not many of them. They are mostly old
women, however, and each case was considered upon its own
merits.

Now, we are net making an exception to the rule. Let me
call .the Benator’s attention to the faect that the law to-day is
that it does not make any difference whether the widow is mar-
ried once or thrice or a dozen*times; upon the death of her last
spouse, or upon her divorce, she is put back upon the pension
roll under the present law., Therefore we are not changing
that law.

Mr. THOMAS. That was the act of 1916.

Mr. McCUMBER. And the act of 1920, the Fuller bill.

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; the act of 1916, just before the last presi-
dential election.

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes; and reiterated in the aect of 1920.
I was not in favor of it myself.

Now the case of the undivorced: A great many of these
cases—I will not say how many now—are put upon the pension
roll because they could not secure their pensions at the depart-
ment, Why? Because the records showed that the husband had
been married once, and they could not go back and find the
proof that he got a divorce. Possibly the woman had lived
with that soldier for 20 or 30 or 40 years, believing that he was
divorced, and probably he was divorced in some court in which
the record is gone, or he thought he was divorced, at least, and
she thought the same thing. You can not always prove those
cases. Some of them had trouble in proving the fact that they
were the widows of the soldiers. They could not get a certifi-
cate. They were married by some justice of tlie peace, possibly,
out in the country, and it was hard to get the records; the wit-
nesses had died, and they had trouble in establishing even the
marriage, and their continuance of living with the soldier long
enough at least to call it a common-law marriage.

Those cases have been carefully considered; and remember
that we have cut out the vast majority of the cases that came
to us, The Senator thinks we have been liberal, and I agree
that more than 10,000 bills have been introduced in the House,
and we have cut them down finally, both House and Senate
bills, sto G82.

There are a few of those cases, I think, where the marriage
was later than 1905. There was some good reason in each
instance why the committees of both the House and the
Senate thought that we ought to grant a pension, even though
it reached beyond 1905, in these special cases. Remember,
the House passed the bill fixing the year at 1915. We eut it
down to 1905, the old law, I will admit, under the expectation
that probably we would agree on about 1910 in conferefice; but
the House did not want to take the chance of a conference on
the bill, fearing that they might not get it through in time.
Therefore they accepted the amendment, the chairman of the
committee stating that they would want to take care by special
bill of those cases that would come in at least under 1910.
I think that should be changed, as the Senator says, by a
general law; but we have not followed that rule altogether in
our past legislation. We have considered each case, and if
the marriage ran but a short time beyond the period fixed by
law we have sometimes overlooked it and granted a pension
because of some other merits that were in'the case.

Mr. President, I think this covers generally the objections
that have been urged.

RECESS.

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take
a recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow morning. -

There being no objection, the Senate (at 5 o'cloek and 40
minutes p. m,) took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 1,
1920, at 10 o’clock a. m.
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= NOMINATION.
Erecutive nomination received by the Senate May 31 (legisla-
tive day of May 24), 1920.
SOLICITOR GENERAL.

William I. Frierson, of Chattanooga, Tenn. (now Assistant
Attorney General), to be Solicitor General, vice Alexander C.
King, appointed circuit judge.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Moxpax, May 31, 1920.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer: 3

God of our fathers and our God, whose judgments are true
and righteous altogether, we stand in Thy sacred presence on
this holy day, with gratitude welling up jn our hearts for
Thee and for the brave and gallant men who gave the last full
measure of devotion to the Nation they loved and which every
true American loves, that it shomld not perish from the earth,

We bless Thee that patriotism lives and will weave garlands
of flowers, tablets of roses, to strew over the silent graves of
those whose tents are pitched on “fame's eternal camping
ground.” Long may their memories live and their deeds in-
spire our newborn sons with patriotic fire for liberty, freedom,
justice, and truth.

So may our Government live and bear the fruiis of freedom
while time shall last and the Stars and Stripes of Old Glory
live on forever. In the spirit of the World's Greatest Patriot
who died a martyr to truth. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read
and approved.
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the
following titles, when the Speaker signed the same:

H.R- 72. An act making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921;

and
v, H.R.12775, An act to amend an act entitled “An act for
making further and more effectual provision for the national
defense, and for other purposes,” approved June 3, 1916, and
to establish military justice.

ADDRESS ON LINCOLN AND GRANT.

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor yesterday to
deliver an address on Lincoln and Grant in the rotunda of
the Capitol. I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted
to extend my remarks by publishing that address in the
REcoRD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
an address that he gave yesterday in the rotunda of the Capi-
tol on Lincoln and Grant. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CONFERENCE REPORT ON THE NAVAL APPROPRIATION RILL.

Mr. BUTLER. DMr. Speaker, I present for printing under
the rule a conference report on the naval appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title,

The Clerk read as follows:

H. R. 13108. An act making approgrintians for the naval service
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes.

THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE.

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes, Is there

objection?
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, on what sub-
Ject?

Mr. MADDEN, Some time since I received a letter from a
man in Chicago by the name of Margolis, making chgrges
aganinst the Public Health Service. The result was an investi-
gation. I have the report of the Surgeon General of the Publie
Health Service, and I would like to have it go into the Recorp.
I would also like to explain the situation.

Mr. BLANTON. Is this Margolis the bolshevistic, anarchis-
tic Margolis of Pittsburgh?

Mr. MADDEN. No: he is a Chicago man.
justice to the Public Health Service, I
REcorp.

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I want to
say to the gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Warsa] does not seem to be on his job
and has not been for a week. There are thousands of letters
like this that they wish to put in the REcorp.

Mr. MADDEN. This is a report from the Surgeon General
of the Public Health Service.

Mr. GARNER. Yes; and I make a complaint to the Surgeon
General, and he writes me a letter, and, as I say, there are
thousands. I am not going to object to this one, but I do call
the attention of the gentleman from Wyoming and the gentle-
man from Massachusetts that if we put one of these in the
Recorp, everybody else will want to put his letter in.

Mr. MADDEN. I want to say that I think it would be unfair
to the office of the Surgeon General not to give a history of
this investigation, in view of the charges that have been made,

Mr. GARNER. 1What investigation by the Public Health
Service? Nothing but a letter.

Mr. MADDEN. It was an investigation made by the Surgeon
General's office, and this is a report of the result of thut
investigation.

Mr. GARNER. When did this man prefer the charges?

Mr. MADDEN. A couple of months ago.

Mr. GARNER. How did he make the charges?

Mr. MADDEN. By letter. It was taken up on the floor of
the House, and they are published in the. Recorp. I think it
is only fair to have the other side of the case appear in the
RECORD. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none,

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, some time ago a man by the
name of H. J. Margolis, of Chicago, representing himself as
associated with an organization called the Service Men's
Union of Soldiers, Sailors, and Marines Organization, wrote a
letter complaining about the treatment of ex-service men in the
hospitals under the conduct of the Public Health Serviee, and
he cited specific cases of injustice done to those men.

After I took that matter up on the floor of the House the
succeeding day the Surgeon General called at my office. He
said that he would make a thorough investigation. He ap-
pointed his chief inspector, who went to the hospital referred
to, made a thorough investigation of each case complained of,
and the report of his findings is embodied in the paper I hold
in my hand. *

I wish to say in this connection that the result of the
investigation seems to indicate that the charges made by Mr.
Margolis were not well founded, and it is because of my
desire to do justice to the office of the Surgeon General of the
Public Health Service that I rise in my place this morning
and say what I have said and ask unanimous consent that the
report of the Surgeon General’s office in respect to all these
cases may be made a part of the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent to insert the report in the Recomp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The report is as follows:

As a matter of
want to put it in the

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BureAr OF THE 1'UBLIC HEALTH SERVICRE,
Washington, May 11, 1020,
THE SURGEON GENERAL,
United States Public Health Service, Washington, D. C.

#m: I have the honor to submit the following synopsis from a re.
port made by Senior Surg. 1Benerve1 Terriberry, the full report being
now in your hands, on the letter of H. J. Margolis, of Cheago, dated
A;;ril 1, and quoted by Hon. MarTiy B. Mabpex and published as a part
of the CONGRESS10NAL RecorD of April 6, 1920, .

Every individual who was quoted as having been the victim of neglect
or ill-treatment was interviewed, together with many witnesses who
were disinterested, and Senior Surg, Terriberry elicited the following
facts :

1. The Margolis letter is written so as to produce an impression dis-
crediting the service and its officers in Chicago, and at the same time to
escape legal responsibility for statements not in accordance with fact,
Execept in the case of Hyman Margolis, the charges are indirect and
l:lseri on hearsay,

2. Francisco Isala, alleged discharged from hospital Penniiesﬂ and
unable to work, has been receiving compensation, including back pay,
at $80 per month since his discharge from the Army; now in a period
of quiescence while awaiting a secondary operation; was unable to get
light work, therefore remained in hospital and saygs he has no com-
plaint to make against the service or any of its officers.

3. Joseph Romano, alleged to be discharged after a serious operation
and before cured; suffered from a sprained thumb. War Risk Bureau
unable to connect this entry with his military service, but he was op-
erated on Mareh 18; made a normal recovery and was discharged on
April 1; was not in receipt of compensation because he was not entitled
to it., The operation was for varicocele, not in line of duty,
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4. William E. Schmidt, charfed to be the victim of professional mal-
practfee ; shown on Investigation to be the victim of delayed develo
ment and hygochondrlas[s: was carefully examined and carefully
treated ; even has his meals served to him in bed, although there was
nothing the matter with him except his congenital deficiencies. Dr,
Hamill, the expert in this line, testified that he was a man of retarded
development and constitutional mental inferiority.

5. Arthur Shoven, alleged to be the vietim of malpractice in that his
wounds after operation were not properly dressed, says himself that he
has never made a statement such as was attributed to him by Margolis ;
that he received constant attention from the time be eéntered the hos-
Flah and has no complaint to make against the hospital or anybody
ooy 8 2

6. Flory 8. Flowers, alleged to be the victim of neglect by the medi-
cal officers ; ghowu in Army records to have been treated for bladder
trouble not ifi line of doty; no evidence obtained to date showing this
man's present ailment connected with his service in the Army; was
found to be suffering from cataract of the right eye, which he claimed
resulted from a boxing match in the service. There was unavoidable
delay of two months securing glasses not chargeable to the marine
hospital authority, as glasses are provided by the War Risk Insurance
Bureau under the law, and this man is not a beneficlary. He is now
emgloyed in the hospital itself as an orderly, being paid $60 per month
an }ﬂfn tnml.ntemm:e; prima facie evidence that he has no cause of
complaint.

7. Joe Vaearro, charged to have been meglected by the medical offi-
cers. No evidence to show that his disability, which he claimed was

+ from trouble with his back, had any connection with his Army service,
and he is therefore not in receipt of compensation. While at the hoepltni
he received treatment for his eves, his tonsils, and for venereal dlsease:
and is recorded as cured ; testifies that he has “ always been nervous,”
and is manifestly a case of neurasthenia., He is also employed as an
o;derir. doing light work, and is receiving $60 per month as an em-
ployee.

8’: Hyman Margolls, alleged victim of professional maltreatment and

premature discharge from the hospital, with negleet on the part of

medical officers, has nothing to substantiate his claim that his ailments
are in any way connected with his Army service. Dr. Ridlon and

Dr, Ryerson, both famous su ns, testify that they do not belleve his

bunions were caused by standing In mud and water, but by shoes and

stockings either too tight or too short. He Is not in
pensation for the reason above alleged, and, although this matter is
outside the responsibilities of the Public Health Service, it is only fair
to state it. Althnugh not entitled, he was nevertheless operated on by
Dr. Ryerson on February 20, and made an uneventful recovery, and
was sugfﬁe{l a palr of shoes by the Red Cross, which he refused to
wear. e refused to leave the ward and go to the dining room for his
meals, claiming inability to do so, although able to go out of the hos-
pital on pass at this time for two days. He was not discharged until
after examination by Dr. John Ridlon, orthopedic consultant, who testi-
fied that he examined Margolis on Mareh 29, and found the ineision
healed, and advised Margolis to use his feet, as in private practice such

" eases are made to walk much earlier than was rgolis as a part of
the treatment itself. Margolis was ordered to be discharged from the

'hosi:ital, and refused to go, and was finally ejected by the police.

. H. J. Margolis, the brother of this man and the writer of the com-
plaint, was called into the investigation, and testimony shows that he
said he would have * Cobb (J. O. Cobb, the commanding officer) thrown
out on his neck, and ever:;bﬁd; else in the hospital, and would tear the
place up from roof to cellar.” He said he represented a soldier and
sailor organization and varlous newspapers, and that his influence
would enable him to carry out his threats., Testimony shows that Mar-
golis was sufficiently cored at the time of his ejection to warrant
actlon in discharging him without harm to himself or anybody else.

Charles H.,Decker, alleged to have been di ed from the hos-

pital, to his harm and detriment. This ease was Investigated by my-
self on March 3, 1920, and that the man’s own statement, submitted
and signed by himself, is to the effect that he had been treated in a
kindly and courteous manner; that his teeth had been efficiently cared
for ; that, despite the fact that he had stated to his Congressman that
he was neglected and had not been examined, evidence is on file to show
that X-ray pictures were taken as follows: One of his head, one of his
shoulder, two of his lungs, two of his teeth, three or four of his
abdomen, and stomach tests to the number of three were made, and
every decayed tooth in his head but one, which was then in the process
of treatment, had been fully treated.

10. Eva Beukinga, reported as charging Dr. Cobb, the commaudi:ﬁ
officer, with disrespectful langunage toward the Congress of the Uni
States. The facts are that this woman represented herself alternatel
as a representative of the Red Cross and the Y, M. C. A, was VOW
by both organizations, and Dr. Cobb testifies that he has never seen
her. It is presumable that an officer with 33 years of service to his
credit would hardly be so indiscreet and disloyal as to be ity of
the charge, which is based entirely upon the nnsupported testimony of
this woman, who conducts a small candy and tobaeco store, and whose
rﬁmg_it%[ ag ﬂmve shown, is impeached by both the Red Cross and

e Y. M C, A

11. Suleide in hospital : The statement is made in the Margolis letter
that a suicide occurred in the hosﬂita] and that rumors are that he
committed suicide because during the week he was In the hospital he
got no treatment and was in terrible Patn. The facts, amply substan-
tinted by testimony, are that the suicide in guestion, Thomas B. Dell-
cate, was brought to the hospital by the police on March 5; was sent
by a nurse at his own request to a bathroom to wash up, and a few
minutes later, on hearing peculiar noises in the bathroom, the door was
forced open and Delieate was seen over the bathtub hacking at his
throat with a razor blade. He was immediately taken to the operatin
room, but died on the table. He¢ was in the hospital less than one an
one-half hours when he died.

CONCLUSIONS.

From the ahove charges, am{gy substantiated by sworn testimony sub-
mitted in the full report, it easily seen that no one of the above
charges can be sustained.

tful J. H. WHITE,

Asgistant Surgeon General,

EXTENSION OF REMARES ON THE BONUS BILL.

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that
all Members of the House may have the privilege of extending
their remarks in the Recokp for three legislative days on the
bonus bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that all Members of the House mmy have three
legislative days to extend remarks on the bonus bill. Is there
objection?

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, I appreciate
that it is customary at the end of a session to grant general
leave to extend remarks in the Recorp, but that general leave
is invariably abused. Now, unless this request, if it is granted,
can be restricted to the Members' own remarks, without resolu-
tions or letters or poems or songs or editorials or any of these
extraneous matters, I am going to object. If the gentleman
will permit Members to give their own views, confining it to
their own remarks on the bonus hill, I will not object.

Mr, BLACK. I object.

Mr., KING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum
is present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point that no quorum is present.

Mr. KING. At the request of the gentleman from Mussa-
chusetts, I will withdraw that.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaiker, I desire to announce that my
colleague [Mr. Core] is absent on business connected with the
Committee on Indian Affairs. Had he been present Saturday
and had the opportunity he' would have voted “aye” on the
bonus bill.

PURCHASE OF CAVALRY HORSES.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one minute upon the subject of the Army foolishly
buying unnecessary Cavalry horses in peace times.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for one minute. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, the San Angelo Standard pub-
lished last Friday and other newspapers published in Texas
advised that Army agents from Fort Reno and Oklahoma City
were buying Cavalry horses for the Government and had re-
cently purchased 150 such horses. Has this Congress author-
ized the Army to buy horses indiseriminately over the western
portion of Texas in peace time? I think it is outrageous for
the War Department at this time to continue buying unneces-
sary horses when we have a surplus of horses in the Army now,
and I think that the best thing this Congress can do before we
adjourn is, through the proper committee, to bring in a resolu-
tion directing the War Department to cease buying horses in
time of peace. |

Mr. DYER. Why does not the gentleman ask the Secretary
of War to stop that?

Mr. BLANTON. We do not have to pass the buck. We have
authority here to stop it ourselves., All we have to do is to
command the Secretary of War to cease.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired,

EXTENXSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the war-risk insurance
act.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BAD . Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the REcorp upon the development of
our merchant marine.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request, and
accept the suggestions and reservations made by the gentle-
man from Massachusetts [Mr. WarLsH].

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, does
not the gentleman from Michigan think it rather remarkable
on a bill where only 40 minutes of debate was had, to permit
the Recorp to be lumbered up with a hundred or more alleged
speeches made on the subject?

Mr. McARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order,

Mr. BLACEK. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects.

Mr., NELSON of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the subject
of the par check clearing system.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the man-
ner stated. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to.object, may
I couple with that a request to extend my remarks in the
Recorp upon the same subject?
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The SPEAKER. Is fhere objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Nerson] and the gentleman
froin Illlnois [Mr. Kixg] to so extend their remarks in the
Recorp?

There was no objection, .

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr., Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the ReEcorp upon legislation
affecting the West, principally public-land legislation,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent o ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp upon the agricultural situation
in the country.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the R’ecorp upon the state of
the Union.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. McARTHUR. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
which state? .

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. There is only one state.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
which Union, ours or Mr. Gompers's?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. The old onc. Some of us have
been in all of the time. [Laughter.]

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, what is the request as stated
by the Chair?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp upon the
state of the Union. Is there objection?

Mr. BLACK: Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, the
gentleman was in the House when I objected to any extension
of remarks upon the bonus bill. I presume the extension he
has in mind does not include the bonus bill?

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Oh, no; it had no reference to

-the bonus bill. I think the less said about the bonus bill the

better. [Laughter.]
The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection. .

ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES IN ENROLLING ROOAM. -

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which T send to the
desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows : :

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of
the Ilouse, until and ineluding June 5, 1920, not exceeding the sum of
$100, for the cmployment of such additional clerical and messenger
serviee as may be necessary in the enrolling room.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection,

Mr. MONDELL. "Mr, Speaker, the resolution is usual at the
close of a session, in order to make the necessary provision for
additional assistance in the enrolling room.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

“Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous econscnt to
address the House for one minute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from \Wyoming asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for one minute, Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, we were all cheered this morn-
ing by the reappearance on the floor of the House of the gentle-
man from North Carolina [Mr. KircHiN]. [Applause.] We
are delighted to have him once more with us, and we all join in
the hope for his complete restoration to health, [Applause.]
We welcome him back to the House, [Applause.]

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 30 minutes on the river
and harbor bill,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for 30 minutes on the
river and harbor bill. Is there objection?

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I must object.

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL—CONFERENCE REPORT.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call up the confer-
ence report on the bill H, R. 11892, the river and harbor appro-
priation bill, and I ask that the statement be read in lieu of the
report, .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls up the conference re-

port on the river and harbor bill and asks unanimous consent

that the statement be read in lien of the report. Is there objec-
tion. [After a pause.] . The Chair hears none. 4
The statement was read.

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
11892) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 11,
15, 18, 20, 24, 26, 27, 32, 40, 43, 57, and 65.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 12, 14, 16, 17, 19,
21, 25, 28, 29, 30, B1, 33, 35, 37, 38, 41, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50,
51, 52, 53, 54, 38, 59, 60, 62, and 63, and agree to the same. :

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and
agree to the same with its insertion on page 10, after line 16;
and the Senate agree to the same. :

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the pro-
posed amendment strike out the word “ Sterlings™ and insert
in lieu thereof the word * Starlings,” and strike out the word
“Accomack " and insert in lieu thereof the word “Accomac”;
and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede fromr its
disagreement fo the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of *
ltlw.-]nmtnar' proposed by the Senate amendnrent insert the fol-
owing :

“ Charlotte Harbor, Fla., with a view to securing a channel :
of suitable dimensions to Punta Gorda.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and
agree to the sanre with an amendment as follows: In lien of d
]tlneimattor proposed by the Senate amendment insert the fol-
owing :

“ Harbor at St. Petersburg, Fla.”

And the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and
agree to the sanre with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
f!lcimatter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the fol-
owing :

“Tennessee River and tributaries, in North Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Alabama, and Kentucky.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the.amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In the pro-
posed amendment strike out the word “ Pollocksville,” in line 4,
insert in lieu thereof the word “ Polloksville,” and transfer the
item so amended to page 5, after line 5; and the Senate agree to
the same. :

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 4 of
the amendment strike out the word “deep” and insert in lieu
thereof the word “depth,” and in line 18 of the amendment
strike out the word * Ceritor” and insert in lieu thereof the
word “ Cerritos ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 42: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 42, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the fol-
lowing: “ with a view to"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 55: Thaf the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and
agree 1o the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 of
the proposed amendment strike out the word “ appropriation ™ ;
and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 7
and 8 of the proposed amendment strike out the word “ appro-
priation " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 61 : That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter proposed by the Senate amendment insert the fol-
lowing :
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* Skc. 6. That the laws of the United States relating to the
improvement of rivers and harbors, passed between March 4,
1913, until and including the laws of the third session of the
Sixty-sixth Congress, shall be compiled under the direction of
the Secretary of War and printed as a document, and that 600
additional copies shall be printed for the use of the War De-
partment.”

And the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line
2 of the proposel amendment strike out the word * appropria-
tion " ; and the Senate agree to the same,

The conmnittee of conference have been unable to agree on the
amendment of the Senate numbered 1,

C. A, KENNEDY,

S, WALLACE DEMPSEY,

THOS. GALLAGHER,
Managers on the part of the House.

W. L. JonEs,

Cuas. L. McNAgy,

Jos. E. RANSDELL,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT.

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11892) making appropriations for
the construction, repair, and preservation of ecertain public
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, submit
the following written statement explaining the effect of the
action agreed upon :

The rivers and harbors bill as it passed the House carried
cash appropriations in the sum of $12,400,000. The amouft
added by amendment in the Senate was $12,000,000, making the
total amount carried by the bill as it passed the Senate $24,-
400,000, As a result of the conference, the amount involyed in
the Senate amendments has not been changed, no agreement
having been reached by the committee of conference on amend-
ment No, 1, the only amendment proposing a change in the
amount appropriated by the House.

The following statement shows the action taken by the con-
ference on each of the Senate amendments (page numbers re-
fer to print of bill with Senate amendments numbered) :

On amendment No. 1, page 1: Item increases amount appro-
priated by House for maintenance and improvement of such
river and harbor works heretofore authorized as may be most
desirable in the interests of commerce and navigation from
$12,000,000 to $24,000,000. The committee of conference have
been unable to agree on this amendment.

On amendment No. 2, page 2: Item strikes out proviso in
House bill directing that of the $12,000,000 appropriated for im-
provement and maintenance of works heretofore authorized
$5,000,000 shall be expended for maintenance work and $7,000,-
000 for improvement work. House conferees recede. In the
hearings before the Senate committee it developed that possibly
more than $5,000,000 would be required for maintenance; that
if left in the House form a double set of accounts would have
to be kept with the Treasury Department, involving additional
clerical work; and on a number of the projects it is difficult to
discern between maintenance and improvement work.

On amendment No. 3, page 3: Item inserts the following para-
graph to section of bill providing for examinations and surveys:

“ Every report submitted to Congress in pursuance of this
section or of any provision of law for a survey hereafter en-
acted, in addition to other information which the Congress has
heretofore directed shall be given, shall contain a statement of
special or local benefit which will acerue to localities affected by
such improvement and a statement of general or national bene-
fits, with recommendations as to what local cooperation should
be required, if any, on account of such special or local benefit.”

House conferees recede. 3

On amendment No. 4, page 3: Survey of Camden Harber, Me,
House conferees recede.

On amendment No, 5, page 4: Survey of South Bay, Boston
Harbor, Mass. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 6: Item transfers House provision, which
was misplaced. (See amendment No. 38, p. 11.) House con-
ferees recede. :

On amendment No. 7, page 4: Survey of Delaware River from
Trenton, N. J., to Easton, Pa. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 8, page 4: Survey of Woodbridge Creek,
N. J. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 9, page 5: Item amends House provision
for survey of Raritan River, N, J., by striking out the words

“including that section-above the Washington Canal.” House
conferees recede,

On amendment No. 10, page 5: Senate amendment amends
provisos in items in river and harbor acts of 1910 and 1911
appropriating for the improvement of St. Jones River, Del. The
effect of this amendment would be to allow work to proceed on
the exeavation of any single cut-off when the land for that cut-
off is transferred to the United States free of cost, instead of
delaying the prosecution of the improvement until the land
required for the 16 cut-offs covered by the project is furnished
free of cost by local interests. It also eliminates the following
language from the items in the acts of 1910 and 1911 above re-
ferred to: “ and the United States shall have been released from
all claims for damages arising from the proposed diversion of
the stream.” House conferees recede with an amendment trans-
ferring the itemn to section 4 of the bill.

On amendment No. 11, page 5: Survey of lower 2
Northwest River, N. C. and Va. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 12, page 6: Survey of Warwick River, Va.
House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 13, page 6: Survey of Starlings Creek,
Accomac County, Va., and channel connecting said creek with
Pocomoke Sound. House conferees recede with verbal amend-
ment.

On amendment No. 14, page 6 : Survey of channel leading from
Oyster, Va., to Atlantic Ocean. House conferees recede. !

On amendment No. 15, page 6: Survey of channel connecting
York River, Va., with Back Creek. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 16, page 6: Survey of Carters Creek, Lan-
caster County, Va. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 17, page 6: Survey of Morattico Creek,
Lancaster County, Va. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 18, page 6: Item amends House provision
for survey of Savannah harbor by extending the area over which
survey is to be made about 4} miles up the Savannah River to
Drakies Cut. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 19, page 7: Survey of St. Marks River,
Wakulla County, Fla. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 20, page T: Survey of Charlotte harbor
channel, South Boca Grande, Fla. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 21, page 7: Survey of narrows between
Choctawhatchee Bar and Santa Rosa Sound, Fla., including
the swash channel from Camp Walton to Mary Esther. House
conferees recede.

On amendment No. 22, page 7: Survey of Charlotte Harbor
to Punta Gorda with a view to increasing the dimensions of the
channel from Punta Gorda to the Gulf, including Boeca Grande
Channel. House conferees recede with an amendment confin-
ing the survey to the channel leading to Punta Gorda.

On amendment No, 23, page T: Survey of St. Petersburg Har-
bor, Fla., and to deep water in Tampa Bay, with a view to in-
creasing the dimensions of the channel and existing project from
the docks to deep water in the bay. House conferees recede
with an amendment making the item read as follows: “ Harbor
at St. Petersburg, Fla.”

On amendment No.' 24, page 7: To the House item providing
a survey of “St. Johns River, Fla., from Jacksonville to the
ocean,” the Senate amendment adds the following: “and St.
Johns River from Lake Harney to Indian River to create a
navigable waterway from St. Jolins River to Indian River."
Senate conferees recede,

On amendment No. 25, page 7: Senate amendment adds word
“ Florida ™ to House item providing survey of Apalachicola Bay,
Fla. House conferees recede,

On amendment No. 26, page 8: Item provides survey for
Apalachicola River, at Apalachicola, Fla., and Apalachicola Bay,
Fla. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 27, page 8: Survey with a view to report-
ing whether the existing project provides sufficient depths to
enable the deepest draft ships of the regular lines calling at
Brunswick Harbor, Ga., to reach their docks without being
delayed by waiting for the tide or using two tides to enter or
leave the harbor; and, if adequate depths are not provided by
the existing project, whether sufficient depths would be pro-
vided by the larger of the two projects reported in House Docu-
ment No. 393, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session. Senate eon-
ferees recede.

On amendment No. 28, page 8: Survey of Gulfport Harbor
and Ship Island Pass, Miss. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 29, page 8: Survey of Mississippi River,
La., with a vlew to securing an outlet to the Gulf of Mexico by
the most practical route for a permanent channel of a depth not
exceeding 35 feet. House conferees recede,

On amendment No. 30, page 8: Survey of Tensas River, La.
House conferees recede.

miles of
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On amendment No. 31, page 8: Survey of Galveston Channel,
Tex. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 32, page 9: Strikes out House item pro-
viding that a preliminary examination and survey shall be
made of the *“coast of Texas in the vicinity of Aransas Pass,
Port Aransas, Corpus Christi, and Rockport, with a view to the
establishment of a safe and adeguate harbor,” and inserts in
lieu thereof an item directing that a survey of these localities
shall be made by a board of engineers with a view to the estab-
lishment of a safe and adequate harbor or harbors, including
protection against storms and erosions and the protection of
the instrumentalities and aids of commerce located there.
Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 33, page 9: Survey of La Grue River,
Ark. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 34, page 9: Survey of Tennessee River,
Tenn., Ala., and Ky. House conferees recede with an amend-
ment making the item read: “ Tennessee River and tributaries,
North Carolina, Tennessee, Alabama, and Kentucky.”

On amendment No. 33, page 10: Survey of outlet of Cass Lake,
Minn., with a view of securing a navigable connection with the
Mississippi River. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 36, page 10: Survey of Neuse and Trent
Rivers, N. . House conferees recede with amendment making
slight verbal change. '

On amendment No. 37, page 10: Survey of south fork of
Kentucky River, Ky. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 38, page 11 : Transfer item inserted by the
House to page 4 of bill. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 39, page 11: House provision which
ordered a survey of Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors,
Calif., is amended so as to provide for a preliminary examina-
tion and survey. House conferees recede with amendment cor-
recting two typographical errors.

On amendment No. 40, page 13: Survey of Tillamook Bay,
Oreg. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 41, page 13: Survey of Tualatin River,
Oreg. House conferees recede.

On amendments Nos, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, and 47, pages 13 and
14: Ttems make slight verbal changes to House provisions for
surveys. House conferees recede with slight verbal changes in
Nos. 42 and 43.

On amendment No. 48, page 14: Survey of Wrangell Harbor,
Alaska. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 49, page 14: Survey of harbor of Chris-
tiansted, St. Croix, Virgil Islands. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 50, page 15: Item amends House bill by
combining sections 4, 5, 6, and T into one section (sec. 4).
House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 51, page 15: Item amends House provi-
sion authorizing the Secretary of War to credit local interests
in the vieinity of Yaquina Bay and Harbor, Oreg. (in requiring
compliance with the conditions precedent to the prosecution of
the project adopted in the river and harbor act approved Mar.
2, 1919), with the cost of work done by them which conforms
to the project plans, by directing that credit shall be given at
the present cost of doing the work which has been done. The
act of 1919 required that local interests should pay half the cost
of the work adopted, or $418,000. Under a permit from the
Secretary of War and under the supervision of the Chief of
Engineers, the local interests had commenced work on the
project and had expended, up to June 30, 1919, the sum of
$133,976, House conferees recede.

On amendments Nos. 52, 53, and 54, pages 15 and 16, strike
out seetion numbers. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 55, page 16: Transfers section 9 of House
bill, at bottom of page 17, to section 4 of bill as amended by
Senate, House conferees recede with slight verbal change.

On amendment No. 56, page 16: Item provides that the sum of
$71,775, when deposited in the Treasury by local interests, shall
be accepted by the Secretary of War as the total cash contri-
bution required under the provision in the river and harbor act
approved July 27, 1916, adopting a new project for the improve-
ment of Willapa Harbor and River, Wash. Under the condition
refes to local interests were required to pay half the cost,
whi?h was estimated to be $71,775. Due to increase in cost of
doing the work confemplated the sum mentioned will not pay
half the cost of completing the work at this time. The effect of
the amendment will be to relieve local interests of the necessity
of making further contribution toward the prosecution of the
work covered by this project. House conferees recede with
slight verbal change.

On amendment No. 57, page 17: Item provides that the Sec-
retary of War may, in his discretion, in requiring compliance
with the conditions precedent to the prosecution of the project

adopted in the river and harbor act approved March 2, 1919,
credit local interests with the cost of so much of the work per-
formed by the city of Houston and the Harris County Houston
ship channel navigation district in the construction of the turn-
ing basin and channel in the Houston ship channel, Tex., as
conforms to the project plans and standards of the Govern-
ment. Senate conferees recede.

On amendment No. 58, page 17: Item aunthorizes the transfer
of dredge Cumberland from Fernandina Harbor, Fla., to Savan-
nah Harbor, Ga., without charge., House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 59, page 17: Changes section number,
House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 60, page 17: Strikes out section 9 of House
bill. The language of the House section was reinserted by the
Senate in section 4, amendment No. 55. House conferees
recede. /

On amendment No. 61, page 18: Item provides for printing
the laws relating to rivers and harbors passed between March 4,
1913, and March 4, 1921, House conferees recede with an
amendment directing that the compilation shall be printed as
a document and 600 additional copies shall be printed for the
use of the War Department.

On amendment No. 62, page 18: Item provides that appro-
priations heretofore made or provided in this act for improve-
ment work on rivers and harbors may be used for maintenance
work whenever from any cause they may have become seriously
impaired, but prohibits the diversion of funds from one project
to another. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 63, page 18: Item authorizes the Secretary
of War to transfer, free of charge, to the Chief of Engineers, for
use in prosecuting civil works under his direction, such nrate-
rial, supplies, instruments, vehicles, machinery, or other equip-
ment, pertaining to the Military Establishment as are or may
hereafter be found to be surplus and no longer required for
military purposes. House conferees recede.

On amendment No. 64, page 19: Item amends section 4 of the
river and harbor act approved June 25, 1910, which authorizes
the Secretary of War to adjust and settle all claims for dam-
ages by collision against vessels belonging to the United States,
where the clainr is not in excess of §500, if, in his judgment,
after investigation, the claim is just, by authorizing the Secre-
tary of War to settle, in like manner, whenever, in the proseecu-
tion of river and harbor works, an accident occurs, damaging
or destroying property belonging to any person or corporation,
and whenever personal property of employees of the United
States who are employed on or in connection with river and
harbor works is damaged or destroyed in connection with the
loss, threatened loss, or damrage to United States property, or
through efforts to save life or to preserve United States prop-
erty such claims as are found, in his judgment, to be just, and
which do not exceed $500 in cost to the Government for a single
claim. House conferees recede with slight verbal change.

On amendment No. 65, page 20: Item provides for transfer
and sale of land which was made by the deposit of spoil in the
prosecution of river improvement work at Alexandria, Va. The
question as fo whether the title to this land lies in the United
States or the riparian owners is now involved in a friendly suit
before the District Supreme Court. Senate conferees recede,

C. A. KENNEDY,

S. WALLACE DEMPSEY,

THOS. GALLAGHER,
Managers on the part of the House.

During the reading of the statement,

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad at this time to make
an inquiry of the chairman with referencé to an item, or shall
I wait until the reading of the statement is finished?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will wait until the state-
ment is finished.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the statement.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the Senate added G5
amendments to the House bill, and we reached an agreement
on all the amendments except amendment No. 1, which raises
the amount earried in the House Dbill- from $12,000,000 to
$24,000,000. Of these 65 amendments 31 were for surveys. The
conferees on the part of the House agreed to all the amend-
ments for surveys that eame within the rule under which sur-
veys are ordered by the Rivers and Harbors Committee, which
is that they will not order a survey where an adverse report
was made within four years. The Senate conferees receded
from sguch survey amendments as did not come within the rule.
All told, there were something like 10 legislative amendments.
There is only one which affects the policy heretofore followed,
and that is amendment No. 3. This amendment requires the
engineers in reporting on surveys to make a statement as to
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what local or special benefits will accrue to localities affected
by such improvements and recommend local cooperation if the
facts warrant. The conferees thought that was a very good
amendment to agree to.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will yield fo the gentleman.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippl. Col. Taylor in his testimony
before the committee urgently recommended $42,000,000—I have
the hearings before me. Along toward the latter part of his
testimony he recommended $27,000,000 as the minimum. He
based his recommendation upon the work that was to be done
on surveys, maintenance, and other work, as mentioned in his
reports. Now, I note from the hearings that he recommends
$130,000 for Gulfport Harbor for maintenance and he recom-
mends $60,000 for Pascagoula Harbor. I understand from Col.
Taylor that if this appropriation is cut to $12,000,000 that it
will be absolutely impossible to maintain those harbors. I want
to ecall the attention of the gentleman to Pascagoula Harbor,
that there has been for the last two years a large shipbuilding
plant established there, employing several thousand men, also
there are a large number of wooden-ship building plants, or
have been there—most of them are being discontinued. Now,
the Government has spent thousands and thousands of dollars
upon this harbor. There is now a bar lying between Horn
Island Pass and Pascagoula Harbor, or the Louisville & Nash-
ville Railroad bridge, which, if removed, would give a 26-foot
channel to the Gulf. Now, unless that harbor is improved, of
course all the money that has been spent by the Government
there will have been lost, unless Congress later on makes appro-
priation for It.

Mr, MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. How does it happen the Government spent
g0 much money at a point where there is no water?

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. The gentleman is very much
mistaken about that. .

Mr. MONDELL. Well, if there is an adequate supply of
water it would not be necessary to have the dredging to which
the gentleman refers?

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. The gentleman is mistaken
about that. The hearings will show that at the mouth of the
Pascagoula River there are 26 feeg of water between the Louis-
ville & Nashville Railroad Co.)s line and Horn Island Pass,
except a bar the Government is now working on.

The Government is now dredging that bar, cutting it out
so that any ocean-going vessel can pass over it; but if this
appropriation for this point is not increased, seagoing vessels
carrying a heavy amount of tonnage can not pass over that bar,
go I serionsly urge on the committee to take this matter into
consideration. Now, in respect to Gulfport Harbor, the appro-
priation recommended by Col. Taylor is $130,000. With a $12,-
000.000 appropriation for all the ports of the country, he does
not see how this can be made. Of course, I appreciate there is
a small sum remaininz on hand—I believe he estimates about
$12,000,000 to be distributed—but I call the attention of the
chairman to the fact that these appropriations ean not be used
except for specific places mentioned in the bill. That is true,
jg it not, that this money can not be diverted except as the
act of Congress specifies?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That is money already appro-
priated for specific projects. But any of the money carried in
this bill under the amendment agreed to permits the use of
any of the $12,000,000 for improvement or maintenance work.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. If the gentleman will just
permit me to finish this, I hope the gentleman and his com-
mittee will see their way clear toward increasing the appro-
priation.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will say to the gentleman we had
this in our minds. We just discussed at one meeting the
amount to be carried in the bill. The chairman of the Com-
merce Committee asked that he be permitted to take that
amendment back to the Senate. He seemed to feel that he
had misled the Senate by a statement he made on the floor.
He evidently misunderstood what Col. Taylor said.

Mr. DUPRE. The chairman intends to ask for a further
conference on amendment No. 1, which, I take it, is the only
one in dispute, covering the amount of money to be appropriated.

Mr, KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes. When the proper time comes
I shall ask that the House further insist on its disagreement
to that amendment and send it back to conference.

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr, KENNEDY of Towa. I will

Mr. SNELL. Is_it not a fact that there are over $50,000,000
on hand still unexpended?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The report made by the Chief of
Engineers on dafe of April 1 shows that on the 1st day of July
there will be unexpended balances amounting to over £53,000,-
000 to earry the work of emergency river and harbor improve-
ment for eight months, up to the 1st of March, 1921, without
taking into consideration the amount carried in this bill.

Mr. SNELI. And if we appropriate $24,000,000 more it
makes over $60,000,000 to be available next year?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. It will mean that with the provi-
sions of the House bill there will be over $65,000,000 to carry
on the work of river and harbor improvement for eight months,
or five times as much as was expended on all the projects during
the last fiscal year.

Mr. SNELL. Under the present conditions of labor and ma-
terial is it possible to spend more money than that during the
coming year?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Col. Taylor told me within the last
ihree or four days that they hoped to be able to expend about
$40,000,000 next year,

Mr. SNELL. You have more money appropriated now, to
say nothing of the bill that passed the House, by $12,000,000
than they ean possibly spend next year?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. Then why should we increase the ameunt car-
ried in the House bill?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. So far the Senate conferees have
not convinced us it is needed.

Mr. SNELL. I hope that the House conferees will stick with
great tenacity on the $12,000,000 in the present bill.

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will

Mr. TREADWAY. Is it not possible fo give instructions to
the conferees to that effect?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa.
structed.

Mr. TREADWAY. In reference to this $50,000,000 that is on
hand, can it be changed from one project to another at the will
of the engineers?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. No.

Mr. TREADWAY. That is limited to the projects for which
it was appropriated?

Mr. KENNEDY:of Iowa. That is true.

Mr. TREADWAY. But the $12,000,000 can be apportioned as
the engineers see fit, where the needs of the service show it
should be done? :

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. That is the case; and I will state,
as I said when the bill was considered in the House, that 1 con-
sider this $12,000,000 as an emergency proposition.

Mr, TREADWAY. At their discretion?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes. -

Mr. TREADWAY. I join the gentleman in thinking that the
House conferees, if they do not desire further instruction from
the House, should insist on keeping the item not to exceed the
House appropriation of $12,000,000.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The gentleman from Mississippi
[Mr. JornxsoN] asked me what was the most that has ever been
spent during a fiscal year. I will say that 1 think about

,000,000 is the most that has ever been spent in one year
in the history of the Government, and the amount we will
have on hand under the House bill on the 1st of July will be
more than twice that sum.

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman state how much was
expended last year?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. A trifle over $21,000,000 in all.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. I want to call attention to
this fact: As shown by Col. Taylor, the reason why more was
not spent on these projects and more improvements made was
on account of war conditions. Labor and coal will be an in-
creased item, as Col. Taylor states in his report, and that ought
to be taken into consideration. A few years ago the cost of
coal and labor was a great deal less than it will be at this time.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that
the expenditures for this fiscal year, estimating for May and
June, will amount to just about $30,000,000.

Mr. BAER. Is it not a fact that contracts are being made
now at a cost of about 300 per cent more than normal?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Cost seems to b2 abnormal.

Mr. VARE. They were abnormal last year, and they are
still abnormal, and would it not be a good business proposition
HEOt to go too hastily-with large contracts during these abnormal
times?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will say to the gentleman that
Col. Taylor stated when beforée our committee he did not

I do not think we ought to be in-
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think it advisable to make continuing contracts at this time,
because there is a strong probability that the cost of doing the
work would be reduced.

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman
a question. What objection has the gentleman to the House
instructing the conferees to vote for $24,000,000 instead of
$12,000,0007

AMr. KENNEDY of Towa.
think it is needed.

Mr. SWEET. Will the gentleman yield?

AMr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will yield to my colleague.

Mr. SWEET. How much of the $53,000,000 that you claim is
now on hand is already contracted for to complete special
projects?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will say to the gentleman that
on April 1 about $27,000,000 was under contract or allotted.
That means that on April 1 there was $27,000,000 in cash to
pay for work under contract, to be done in the future,

Mr. SWEET. Extending over how long a time?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I will say to the genfleman that
there are eight projects where the contracts total in each ease
more than $500,000. But in most cases, where there is a mil-
lion or two miliion under contract they are let out under sev-
eral contracts; that is, the amount covers several contracts.
So that as near as we can tell the whole amount under contract
will not be expended up until March 4, 1921. On such projects
as are estimated for in this bill, 49 of them, there will be about
fs'(l}gg'low of the amount under contract unexpended March
3 .

Mr. SWEET. How much did your bill carry for mainte-
nance and upkeep outside of the special projects that have been
contracted for?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The lump-sum provision as
amended by the Senate, and to which the House conferees
agreed, provides that the entire $12,000,000 can be used for
maintenance or improvement work on any projeet that is
needed.

Mr. SWEET,
neers?

Mr. KENNEDY of JTowa. That is left to the discretion of the
engineers, and under that provision they must use it where it is
needed in the interest of commerce.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I yield to my friend.

Mr. DENISON. Of course, I have listened with a great deal
of interest to the statement of the gentleman from Massachu-

- getts [Mr. TreapwAaY], and that of the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Sxerr], expressing the hope that the conferees
would insist upon the provision put in the House bill. I want
to express the hope that the conferees will not take this in-
struction of these gentlemen as an instruction of the House to
the: conferees. The people of the Mississippi Valley are very
much interested in this matter, and I am hoping that the con-
ferees will approach the Senate conferees on this question with
open minds and give it their most serious consideration.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. Without doubt that will be done.

Mr. MONDELL. If there is any doubt on that question, we
will have that doubt settled right here, before this conference
report goes back to the Senate.

Nine-tenths of the House know—practically everyone in the
House knows—that every dollar is appropriated here that is
necessary for any project in the country where there is water
and commerce, and that another dollar added to the sum car-
ried in the House bill is a dollar that is unnecessary and not
needed and a waste of public money; and I am sure that the
House will not stand for anything of that kind. And if it re-
quires instruction to the conferees the House will give the
instruction, and if instructions are not given—definite, binding
instructions—it will be because the House believes that the
Senate is prepared to recede, and that the conferees on the part
of the House will insist on the Senate receding.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur-
ther?

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I will call the
gentleman’s [Mr. Moxperr] attention to the faet that there
are no ports in the State of Wyoming, and if this were a recla-
mation scheme the gentleman would be in favor of expending
every dollar in the Treasury. .

Mr. DENISON,. The gentleman from Wyoming is expressing
his opinion about things as to which, I think, he has not full
information, and I am not sure that we will do exactly what
he states.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. We discussed it for a few moments,
and at the request of the Senate conferees we let them take it
back to the Senate. We passed on these other matiers,

I have this objection, that I do not

And that is left to the discretion of the engi-

Mr. DENISON. I want to see a river and harbor bill en-
acted, but if the attitude of the gentleman from Wyoming is to
be insisted upon here we may not have any river and harbor
bill whatever.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri.
yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. The gentleman is aware, is he not,
of the faect that Col. Taylor, in his testimony before the Com-
merce Committee of the Senate, said that he recommended
$24,000,000 as being the irreducible minimum if these improve-
ment projects were to receive the proper completion and the
work is to be maintained. -

Mr, KENNEDY of Iowa. I think he qualified that statement
before the House committee. He said that statement was
based on the policy of the engineers to complete the existing
projects without delay. He did not say that $24,000,000 was |
necessary in the interest of commerce.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. I heard Col. Taylor's statement be-
fore the Commerce Committee of the Senate, and it was abso-
lute, I think, that the $24,000,000 he regards as the irreducible '
minimum in order that the interests of the Government may be
protected in the money already expended, and in order that the
work may be conducted with anything like reasonable dispatch.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Col. Taylor wrote to the chairman of the
committee that $£18,000,000 was, in his judgment, the least
amount with which they could meet the needs of commerce.

Mr. BLAND of Missouri. He may have reduced the irre-
ducible minimum, but I would like to ask the gentleman one
other question.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Very well.

Mr., BLAND of Missouri. I understand that the gentleman
will not ask for positive instructions to-day?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I shall ask that the House further
insist.

Mr. TREADWAY. The gentleman fromr Illinois [Mr. Dexi-
soN] made some reference as to what the attitude of the House |
might be. As I understand it, the vote of the House now stands |
for $12,000,000 as the appropriation. Now, I agree with the:
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr., Moxperr] that if there is any
question about that being the limit of the amount the House '
desires to have go into the appropriation bill we had better in- |
struct the conferees right now. But I yield to the superior
judgment and wishes of the chairman of the committee, and |
the gentlemen who probably will be conferees with him, and '
will not ask for a vote instructing them at this time. I think, |
however, the House is in the attitude of being ready to pass
such a vote if it felt that it was necessary in order to strengthen !
such support as the conferees desire to limit the amount to!
$12,000,000. I for one think it is ample, with the $50,000,900}
already on hand, to do all that is necessary in these days of
high prices; and I think, further, that as the matter now stands,
the House conferees do not need an instruction to the effect.
that $12,000,000 is the amount that the House favors, and that
we do not favor any more.

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. DYER. I hope that the conferees will not think that the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TREADWAY] is expressing
the judgment of the House upon this matter. I know the wish
of this House is that the amount shall not be less than the
amount that the Senate authorized. I think we ought to have
an ample amount, and if any instruction is necessary I think we
could get instruction to adhere to the position of the conferees
on the part of the Senate.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Notwithstanding the claim of the ma-
jority leader of the House [Mr. MoxpeLr] in regard to rivers
and harbors, in which he said that every Member knew that
the amount carried in this bill was as much or more than could .
be expended, I want to ask this question: The amount already
appropriated for the Ohio River that will be available this year
is over $4,000,000, is it not?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. No; over $9,000,000 is on hand.
Between $4,000,000 and $5,000,000 is tied up in contracts for
work to be done in the future. There is between $4,000,000
and $5,000,000 allotted that the department can “pull back,”
if necessary.

Mr. KINCHELOE. In view of the fact that the Congress
established several years ago the policy of a 9-foot stage in the
Ohio River, which we all know if completed at the 9-foot stage
would be as great an artery of commerce as there is in the
world, and in view of the fact that the lowest dam that is now
being constructed is only at Henderson, Ky., which I believe

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
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is about 165 miles from that point to the mouth of the Ohlo,
why eould there not be more than this amount expended there
in the year, when Congress pledged to the people along that
river that the work would be speedily finished?

Mr, KENNEDY of Iowa. I do not know whether they have
definitely determined as yet whether they would improve the
lower reach of the river by the lock and dam system or by
means of open-channel work. I do not know whether that is
decided on or not; but in regard to the other guestion that the
gentleman from Kentucky asked, Col. Taylor said they already
had at work all the contractors that they could get to do that
work. They could not get more bidders, because it requires an
expensive plant that would be almost worthless after they had
completed the contract. .

Mr. KINCHELOE. Yon spoke of those two propositions.
What other proposition -could be invoked. there, except locks
and dams, to improve the navigation of the Ohio River? They
certainly could not dredge it.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. They have figured that they could
probably dredge it cheaper from Henderson, Ky., down, The
only difficulty that might arise by improving by open-channel
work is that there might not be sufiicient water in the Ohio
River at certain periods of the year between Henderson, Ky.,
and the mouth of the Tennessee River to maintain the 9-foot
channel. I think they will finally agree to improve it by the
loek and dam system.

Mr, KINCHELOE. The question is, When are they going to
decide that proposition?

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from
Delaware.

Mr., LAYTON. Is it not also a fact that in addition to the
$53,000,000, together with the §12,000,000 of new appropriations,
the engineering department of the Government is confronted
with a lack of dredges for the prosecution of this work, and
that one of the great handieaps under whieh they are now labor-
ing is to get dredges te ‘do this work, which dredges it takes
two or three years probably to build, some of them?

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. That is true.

Mr. OGDEN. Can the gentleman state whether the unex-
pended balance for the Ohio River will be sufficient to continue
these projects during the next fiseal year?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I do not think there is any doubt
about it. If I were asked my idea about it, I should say there
would be a hold over of several million dollars on the 4th ot
March, 1921.

Mr. OGDEN. Is any part of the appropriation earried in this
bill to be allotted for work on any of those projects?

Mr. iy DY of Iowa., That will be allotted in the dis-
cretion of the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War.
They will allot this $12,000,000 where it is most needed in the
interest of commerce.

Mr. OGDEN. It has not been indicated as to how it will be
allotted? ;

Mr. EENNEDY of Iowa. Oh, no; and will not be, until after
they have figured on it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman from
Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman from Iowa will recall that in
the last river and harbor appropriation bill, or perhaps the one
before that, the Seeretary of War was authorized to experiment
with the open-channel work below Hendersonville with a view
to determining whether a 9-foot stage could be maintained
in the Ohio River in that way. Can the gentleman state what
work has been done by the department in the way of experimen-
tation on that proposition to determine whether that will be
feasible?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman that
twe years ago, in the river and harbor appropriation bill, we gave
authority to the Secretary of War to modify the Ohio River
projeet if he thought it was more desirable to improve that
reach of the river by open-channel work,

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman is mistaken about that. We
did not ge to the extent of authorizing him to modify it, but
we authorized him to experiment with this modification and
report back to Congress, so that Congress could determine
“i'nether it would eliminate those locks and dams in the lower
river.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. I think the gentleman is mistaken
about that. I think we modified the project to the extent of
Eie}grgll.‘t!ting him to do that if it was more economical and de-

Mr. BARKLEY. We passed a provision that he must report
back to Congress. I remember the colloquy which occurred at

the time that the bill was amended in that way, when it was
stated that if he reported back to Congress, and Congress did
not anthorize it, the project would go on as originally planned.

Mr. KENNEDY of Towa. The gentleman may be correct.

Mr. BARKLEY. . I want to know if anything has been done
to demonstrate whether this modification can be put into effect
on the lower river. My reason for asking that is that the longer
the experiment is put off the longer will be the postponement
of the construction of these locks and dams that are necessary
to create this 9-foot ehannel in the lower river.

‘Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I did not suppose it required any
experiment. I thought the Board of Engineers was going to
pass on the propesition.

Mr. BARKLEY. I think it is in the nature of #h experiment.
I think the result of it must be reported back to the Congress.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That may be the case, but I think
the gentleman is in error.

Mr, DEMPSEY. We will find out before the bill comes back
again from the conferees.

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DUNBAR. As I understand it there is an unexpended
balance of $5,000,000 available for the construction of locks
and dams in the Ohio River.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. There was mere than $09,000,000
available on the 1st of April for lock and dam construction
work on the Ohio River.

Mr. DUNBAR. More than $9,000,000?

Mr. KENNEDY of lowa. More than $9,000,000.

Mr. DUNBAR. And during the coming fiscal year it will be
impossible for the War Department, under the ordinary condi-
tions which exist on that river, to spend more than that
$9,000,000.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. If I were giving a guess, I should
say there would be more than half of it left at the end of the
nine months' period, March 4, 1921,

Mr. DUNBAR. So that under the reduced appropriation
which will be effected by your bill the improvement of the Ohio
River in the construction of loeks and dams will be retarded in
no way.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. DUNBAR. And the work will be prosecuted to the fullest
extent, so far as the engineers of the War Depnrtment find it
pom!ble to go ahead with the work.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I think that is correct.

Mr. OGDEN. Is that the opinion of Col. Taylor?

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. That is my understanding. Last
year they were tied up on account of high water. When the
stage of the water is such that they can work, they lose no
time.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Col. Taylor testified particularly as to this
river work, and said it was limifed only by the available plants,
that they svere using every plant that was in there and they
could not induce contraetors to move in with new plants be-
eanse of the great expense of moving the plant, and because of
the great volume of work offered the contractors throughout
the Nation. In other words, every plant is busy to its full
capacity and, as the chairman says, I do not believe you can
expend half the money available for that project.

Mr. OGDEN. I will say to the gentleman that it is the pur-
pose of Louisville to erect a pier, and it is dependent on these
projects being completed and this work going forward. If the
appropriation is not sufficient to permit the work to go forward
it will discourage the municipal work that is contemplated.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. I do not think the gentleman need
have any fear on that score.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes?

Mr. EENNEDY of Towa. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes

' to the gentleman from Wyoming.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to thor-
oughly understand the situation before this bill goes back to
conference. The House provided a general appropriation of
$12,000,000 for river and harbor work. The House passed a
‘“porkless * river and harbor bill. The bill went to the Senate
and the lump-sum appropriation of $12,000,000 was increased
to $20,000,000. The House conferees were anxious to learn
from the Senate conferees the reason for that increase. What
was their surprise to find that not only was there no more
reason for that increased appropriation than appeared when the
bill was considered by the House, but that as time had passed
during the interval conditions had been such that a much
smaller amount of money had been contracted and spent than
was anti¢ipated.

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL., Yes.
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Mr. DEMPSEY. To make that definite, let me say that the
estimated expense was $5,000,000 a month, and when we got
the report for the period elapsed it turned out to be less than
two and one-half millions a month. The Senate had the infor-
mation that there would be thirteen millions on hand on the
1st day of July, and it turned out to be the fact that there will
be $52,000,000 entirely aside from the appropriation in this bill

Mr. MONDELL. In other words, the Senate added $8,000,000
to this bill by reason of misinformation. Eight million dollars,
wholly unnecessary, added to the bill; $8,000,000 that could
not be used. As a matter of fact, unless conditions shall
change and a much larger sum be spent per month than has
been: recently, or is likely to be spent in the future, there will
be a considerable sum left at the end of the fiscal year, even
with the $12,000,000 appropriation.

I realize that gentlemen who live in regions where there are
river and harbor improvements are constantly importuned by
‘boards of trade, chambers of commerce, and interested citizens
to boost apprepriations in the hope that by so doing their com-
munities will secure a larger expenditure. And unfortunately
such citizens at home are sometimes disposed to assert their
opinions in the matter against that of the Representative who
is much better informed. They thus place gentlemen in a
somewhat embarrassing position at home.

Let me suggest to these gentlemen who are somewhat worried
by these importunities from home that the attitude for them to
take is this: That we are not only appropriating in the bill as
it passed the House all the money that can be used, taken
together with the sums available in the Treasury, but we are
appropriating more than can be used economically or advan-
tageously, more than will be used from present appearances,
and that therefore in urging further appropriations they would
not be helping their constituents or their cause. They would
simply be urging the House to appropriate sums that are not
necessary, to increase appropriations beyond what is needed,
when the Treasury is already burdened with enormous appro-
priations, when our expenditures exceed our income,

No gentleman wants to be in that position, and gentlemen
will be in a much better positicn at home, in my opinion, if
they will tell their constituents what the situation is—a situa-
tion which is entirely satisfactory as it stands with the appro-
priation made by the House.

The House is not in favor of increasing this sum a dollar,
and that ought to be understood. If there was any question
about its not being understood, I should be inclined to insist
on instruections, but I think it is a more satisfactory proceeding
for the House to further insist on its disagreement. I believe
that the Senate will yield, that it expects to yield, and that it
knows that it ought to yield.

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Mr, Speaker, I move the adoption
of the conference report.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The conference report was agreed to. .

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House further insist on its disagreement to Senate amendment
No. 1 and agree to the conference asked for, and on that T move
the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Iowa that the House further insist on its disagree-
ment to Senate amendment No. 1 and agree to the conference
asked for.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the
House Mr. Kexnepy of Iowa, Mr. DEMPSEY, and Mr, (GALLAGHER.

GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. GOOD, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations,
by direction of that committee, reported the bill (H. R. 14335)
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, for prior fiscal years,
and for other purposes, which was read a first and second time
and referred, with accompanying papers, to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union,

Mr. GARD reserved all points of order.

PERRY L. HAYNES.

Mr. MERRITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 1309)
for- the relief of Perry L. Haynes, on the Speaker's table, with
the Senate amendment thereto, and move to concur in the
Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut calls up
the bill (H. R. 1309) for the relief of Perry L. Haynes, with
a Senate amendment thereto, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk reported the Senate amendment.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, T think we ought to have the hill
reported. :

Mr. MANN of Illinois. That ean be done only by unanimous
consent.

The SPEAKER. That is true. The gentleman from Ohio |
asks unanimous consent that the bill be again reported. Is!
there objection? }

There was no objection.

The Clerk reported the bill.

Mr. GARD. AMr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MERRITT. Yes.

Mr. GARD. Is this the case of the lieutenant who was held
responsible for some money intrusted to a subordinate?

Mr. MERRITT. Yes; and the Senate passed the bill and
inserted the phrase * out of any money in the Treasury not'
otherwise appropriated.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendment.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK RIVER, ILL.

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (8. 4431) to
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Rock River
in Lee County, State of Illinois, at or near the city of Dixon,
in said county, which I send to the desk and ask to have read,
a similar House bill having been reported favorably from the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls up Sen-
ate bill 4431, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Illinois Central Rallroad Co., a cor-
poration organlzed under the laws of the State of Illinels, its suc-
cessors and assigns, be, and they are hereby. authorized to mnstruct.
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the
Rock River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near
the city of Dixon, in Lee County Ill., in accordance with the provi-
sions of the act entitled “An act to regulate tha eonstruction of
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,

. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thh; act is hereby
expressly reserved.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that this is a
Senate bill?

Mr. McKENZIE. Yes,

Mr. GARD. And that a similar bill is on the House Cal-
endar?

Mr., McKENZIE. Yes; a similar House bill has been re-
ported favorably from the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of
the Senate bill.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. McKExzie, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

On motion of Mr. McKExzIE, a similar House bill, H. R. 14150,
was ordered to lie on the table.

ASSOCIATION OF PRODUCERS OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R.
13931) to authorize the Association of Producers of Agricul-
tural Products for further consideration by the House under
the rule.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota ecalls up
for further consideration the bill H. R. 13931, which the Clerk
will report.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield? :

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Yes.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. In section 2 of the bill, on page 3,
there is provision that the Secretary of Agriculture shall file
in the district court in which such association has its prinecipal
place of business a certified copy of the order and of all the
records in the proceeding, together with a petition asking that
the order be enforced, and also that he shall give notice to the
Attorney General and to said association of such filing. Who
will be in charge of that litigation for the Government, the At-
torney General or the attorney for the Department of Agri-
culture?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. The Department of Justice shall have
charge of such order.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill,
and I think the House is entitled to hear the explanation of it
by the gentleman fronr Minnesota. For that reason I make the
point of order that there is no quorum present.

The SP The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there
is not a quorum present.
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Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.
A eall of the House was ordered.
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed

to answer to their names:

Almon Drewry Kahn Raggm
Andrews, Md. Eagnn Kelly, Pa. Tteber
Anthony Eagle Kendall Riordan
Bacharach Edmonds Kennedy, R. I. Rowan
Baer Elliott Kettner Rucker
Bell Ellsworth Kiess Sanders, La.
Benham Elston Kitchin ‘Beally
Booher Emerson * ‘Kleczka Rears
Bowers Evans, Nev Kreider Sells
Brinson TFerris Langley Bherwood
Britten Fisher Lankford Shreve
Brumbaugh Fuller, Mass. Bisson
Burke Gallivan Lehlbach Elem:l)
Byrnes, 8. C. Garland Lesher mal
Campbell, Kans. Godwin, N. C, Linthicum Smith, T11.
Campbell, a. Goldfogle Little Smith, Mich
Cantrill Goodall MeClintic Smith, N. Y
Caraway Gould eCulloch Smithwick
Carter Graham, Pa. MeKinley nyder
Case, Greene, Mass, MecLane teele
Clark, Fla. Griest MacCrate Strong, Pa.
Clark, Mo. Griffin ‘Mansfield Sullivan
Cole mill Mason Tague
Cooper Hardy, Colo, Merritt Taylor, Colo.
Cople Hardy, Moore, Ohio "Taylor, Tenn,
Costeﬁu Harreld Morin Thomas
Crowther ast Mott illman
Curry, Calif. Haugen Mudd Tinkham
Dale Hayden Nelson, Wis. Venable
Darrow Hernandez Nicholls Watson

vey Hill O'Connor Williams
Dempsey Houghton Iney ‘Wilson, T1L
Denison Hulings Osborne Wingo
Dent Hutchinson ige Wood, Ind.
Dewnalt Ireland Porter Yates
Dooling Johnson, 8. Dak, Radeliffe Young, N. Dak
Doremus Johmston, N. Y. ‘HRamseyer Zihlman
Drane Juul Ran , Wis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MacGrecor), On this vote
279 Members have answered to their names; a quorum is present.
Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call,
. The motion was agreed to.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield
for a moment? I desire to ask some questions. I ean posipone
them or ask them now, as the gentleman prefers.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. NMr. Speaker——

Mr, LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman prefer to yield now
or would the gentleman prefer to postpone the questions?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I will use a little time to explain the bill
first, Mr. Speaker, 1 ask that when five minutes are up I be
notified. This bill seeks to give to the Tarmers the right to
organize to sell the products of their own members. The first
section is modeled upon the ordinary statute authorizing the
creation of corporations. Instead of providing ‘that any indi-
wvidual may become a member of a corporation upon conforming
to certain regulations, this provides that the farmers may be-
come members of certain associations, which are described and
limited so as to make them actually cooperativesassociations for
the purpose of aiding and assisting their respective members
in the marketing of the crops that they produce.

Mr. PELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. No; my time will not permit it. In the
Clayton Antitrust Act there is & provision authorizing associa-
tions of this kind, but they are limited so that they can mot
have capital stock or be organized for profit.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. "Will the gentleman permit me to
ask him a question?

Mr, VOLSTEAD. T yield.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The present law—the Clayton anti-
trust law—relieves associations of agriculture not having capital
stock. Why should we disturb that law; why should not this
bill be confined altogether to prospective agricultural associa-
tions that are to have capital stock?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Well, personally, I would not have any ob-3
Jjection to that, although, as we are granting these associa-
tions much larger powers than they had under the Clayton.
Antitrust Act, it was thought that they ought to be put under
some supervision, because there has been complaint against some
of these associations, and it was for that reason section 2 was
drawn. That section is modeled largely upon some of the pro-
visions of the Clayton Antitrust Act.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. May T suggest this to the gentle-
man, if I do not disturb him: To make section 2 apply to .all
associations, whether having or not having capital stock, would
place a limitation and restriction which the Clayton law does
not now contain upon the associations that have no eapital
stock.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. That is disputed. The contention is that
these associations, if they are organized for the purpose of

carrying on any business, so as to give a profit to their mem-
bers, are subject to the Sherman law. That is one of the con-
tentions that is being urged against these associations, and it is
for that reason that they are asking for legislation of this kind.
Now, a great many of these associations have been consulted in
reference to this bill and so far as I know they are all favor-
able to it, and it seems to me that the situation demands that
we pass something of this kind with or without 'the amend-
ment suggested.
Mr, JONES of Texas. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOLSTEAD, I can not yield any further. I want to

| say to you that in the various European countries farm associa-

tions are permitted to do the very thing we seek to aunthorize
under this bill, and it seems to me that America ought not to lag
behind in this respect. They are being authorized in a great
many of the States in this country, but when they come in con-
tact with interstate commerce they run up sgainst threats that
they -are subject to prosecution under the Sherman Antitrust
Act. It is necessary for them at least to have some eapital on

| svhich to do business, and to make some profit that they can

save for the purpose of taking care of losses that are always

|| incident to any business, and it seems to me that we ought to

give them this right. The provision in the bill that the profit
must not exceed 8 per cent is intended to protect the farmers.
It is designed to compel the officers of these associations to pay

4 the proceeds from the products of the members to the members,

to the farmers. Some of them insist that the dividend should

| not exceed 5 or 6 per cent instead of 8 per cent. These asso-
|| ciations should make money for the members and not for the
|| association. In these days of high money rates it was thought
| necessary to make the rate 8 per cent, otherwise it might not
| 'be pessible to get the necessary money to do. business.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used five minutes.

Mr. TGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Harrisox].

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my
remarks in the Recorp on this bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia? [After a pause.] The Chair hears
mone.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield eight minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SasaTH].

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I fully reakize
‘in view of your past performances, it matters not what I or any
«other Member coming from a eity may say about the unfairness
of this bill, that it will be enacted, but, nevertheless, I can not
refrain from calling your attention to the fact that I believe
it is the most iniquitons piece of legislation that has ever been
attempted to be passed by Congress.

Mr, KING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SABATH. Yes; I yield.

Mr. KING. Does the gentleman think the farmers are not
entitled to make 8 per cent by holding goods if the present
holders are making 200, 800, and 400 per cent in the cities of
Chicago and New York?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Why limit it to 8 per cent?

Mr. SABATH. T fully agree with the gentleman from Illi-
nois that the farmer is entitled to make 8 per cent, and I am
willing that he should make 10 or even 20 per cent, but I am
against ‘his making 50 or 100 per cent. I am not any more
against the farmer than I am against any other set of profiteers
who are robbing the American public.

I am Teady with you, sir [Mr. Kixe of Illinois], or you
[AMr. Humpareys of Mississippi], to vote to-day or any day
“for any bill that will force and enable the Department of Justice
to stop the profiteering that is going on on the part of various
combinations and special corporate interests. I grant you that
they are manipulators who have made and are to-day making
unreasonably high profits, but two wrongs do not make a right.

Mr, Speaker, I am -satisfied that I am not overstating when
I say that 99 per cent of the American people condemn the
action of the Wall Street manipulators, trusts, and combinations
who have, due to secret manipulations, inereased the cost of
all commodities and necessaries of life. T and many other Mem-
bers have frequently pointed out the gouging on the part of
these profiteers and the thievery they are perpetrating upon the
consuming American publie, and have urged criminal prosecu-
tion against them. We have bills and resolutions pending de-
manding the investigation and prosecution of the steel, lumber,
cement, glass, paper, woolen, cotton, sugar, and many other
combinations which you have refused to report, but instead of
passing a bill that weuld put an end to this connivance and

‘robbery you are going to vote for a bill that not only au-

thorizes and legalizes but forces the formation of combina-
tions, not for the purpose of lowering the present high cost of
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living or encouraging production, as has been stated by some of
¥you Republican Members, but for the purpose of increasing
prices and legalizing outrageous profiteering.

Mr. Speaker, President Wilson has repeatedly recommended
and requested that you enact legislation strengthening the
hands of the Department of Justice to enable it to prosecute
the profiteers, but no action has been taken-on. your part to
this day. Nevertheless every day some of you Republican gen-
tlemen, for the purpose of home consumption, will rise and in-
quire what the Department of Justice is doing to bring down
the high cost of living, but you have failed to give the Attorney
General the legislation or the funds which would enable him
doing so. It is the Republican Party and the interests yom
are serving that are responsible and you will not succeed in
placing the blame on the President or the Democratic Party as
you have planned.

The President has recommended the repeal of war measures,
and has recommended the enactment of many reconstructive
laws, but you have failed to act. The President recommended
the repeal of war-time prohibition, but instead you have en-
acted the outrageous Volstead prohibition aet, The President
has pleaded for your cooperation in the adoption of the treaty
of peace which was approved by every nation, including Ger-
many and Austria, which would mean peace and happiness to
the world, but for political expediency you have refused to
ratify same.

Mr. Speaker, by this bill you invite the farmer, the planter,
and fruit grower to plant a small crop and secure as large a
price as he will choose to charge for any of his product, giving
the right to the ranchman to set the prices for his stock and,
through the authorization, enter into an agreement with the
packers as to the price of hogs, cattle, sheep, and so forth, and
they in turn will be at liberty to continue to exact as much for
meat and meat products as the public will stand for. You are
authorizing the vicious system on the part of the dairymen to
sell their milk only to those distributors that will pledge them-
selves to charge outrageous prices agreed upon- months in ad-
vance. In fact, if this bill is enacted into law, it will enable
the farmers and planters of this country to have the full power
to exact any price the combination or organization chooses to
charge. I am fearful that the 75,000,000 American people
who do not belong to the farmers or other millions will not
stand this continuous, terrific increase in the cost of living and
will not continue to tolerate this special class legislation, which
is so unfair and iniquitous to them. They may sooner than
you expect realize their strength and power and drive you from
control, electing men who will not be swayed and controlled by
special interests or who are blind and deaf to justice, righteous-
ness, and fair play. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I have been and am now against special legisla-
tion. I have been and am for equal rights to all and special
privileges to none. Unfortunately for the people, that principle
and policy are not known to the Republican majority now in
control, as all they have done, outside of the consideration of
the appropriation bills, is to legislate for the special interests.
You have given the railroad barons $300,000,000 of the people’s -
money out of the Treasury of the United States, and in addi-
tion you have also authorized them to increase the freight rates
33 per cent, which will mean an additional tax on the public of
$1,000,000,000 a year, or $10 on every man, woman, and child
in the United States, You have legislated for the contractors
by making it possible for them to mulet the country of hun-
dreds of millions of dollars. Only the other day you had an-
other bill—which I am pleased I aided in defeating—wherein
you endeavored to vote another $25,000,000 to the wooden-ship
builders’ combination. On Friday last you passed a bill ex-
empting from taxation millions of dollars worth of Liberty
bonds which have been bought up at 82 cents on the dollar by
the Wall Street speculators and large banks. Instead of enact-
ing a real bonus bill, as requested by the soldiers, you passed a /|
bonus bill that will come to plague you, and, instead of impos-
ing a tax on the war profiteers to raise the needed revenue, you
again place a burden on the masses by imposing a tax on cigars,
cigarettes, and tobaccos. You have failed to equalize and revise
the war-revenue act.

You have up to this late hour failed to provide a living wage
for the thousands of Government employees, who are forced to
leave the service, thereby impairing the efficiency of every branch
of our Government, and all under the false pretense of economy,
following the penny-wise and pound-foolish policy, but hoping
that you will be able to go before the people with a cry
of economy, when, in fact, for every dollar you have taken away
from the departments you have given $10 to the railroads and

contractors of this country.

You may be able to fool seme, but you can not fool the ma-
jorlty of the people. They know that the Democratic Party is
not responsible for the high cost of living, but that it is due to
manipulation on the part of combinations, the money changers,
and others, nearly all of whom are part and parcel of the Re-
publican Party, and who, as the Senate investigation into the
expenditures of the presidential candidates is disclosing, have
already contributed hundreds of thousands of dollars to the dif-
ferent Republican candidates and who are ready to contribute
millions more for the election. People know that these interests
do not expend millions to help to elect a man who would be
unfavorable to them, but, on the contrary, before they will let
go of any of their ill-gotten fortunes they must have positive
assurance that he will do their bidding and give them the pro-
tection they desire—and will have at any cost. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, I think the
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MooN] wanted to ask for
recognition.

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, the Joint Commission on the
Postal Salaries, appointed under an act of Congress, is about
ready to make a preliminary report accompanied by a bill

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by the rules
debate is limited to this hill.

Mr. MOON. I am not going to introduce it now.
Speaker does not understand me.
I will make myself plain.

The SPEAKER. Of course, this comes out of the time of the
gentleman from Missouri.

Mr. MOON. I am going to take just half a minute in which
to make a request. We will be ready in a few hours to report,
but we are afraid that Congress may adjourn to-day before
we get the report in. It is a matter of importance, and I have
been directed to make the report and introduce the bill, and
I now ask unanimous consent that we may be permitted at any
time up to 12 o'clock to-night to file the report and introduce
the bill, and that for the information of the House the report
be printed in the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani-
mous consent that he may have until midnight to introduce the
report of the Postal Commission, and that the report may be
printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none.

The report referred to is as follows:

[House Report No. 1072, Rixty-sixth Congress, second sessgion.]

Mr. Moox, from the Joint Commission on Postal Salaries, submitted
the following preliminary report:

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in

Congress assembled:

The Joint Commission on Postal Salaries anthorized by section 3 of
an act approved February 28, 1919, entitleq “An act making appropria-
tions for the service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1920, and for other purposes,"” respectrulliy submits
Eh.la prellminary report, together with the draft of a bill, to the
JOngress,

The commission was directed * to investigate the =alaries of post-
masters and employees of the Postal Service with a view to the re-
classification and readjustment of such salaries on an equitable basis.”

The commission discovered at the outset that various laws con-
talned in Post Office npprn:_rriation bills and in speclal acts of Congress
and the regulations prescribed by the Post Office Department affecting
the compensation of postmasters amd postal employees had not been
separately compiled since the publication of the Postal Laws and Regu-
lations in 1913, except as contained in the annual Postal Guide and
supplements thereto. Legislation with reference to salaries in the
Postal Service has in recent years been amended In almost every par-
ticular modifgtn% the method of compensation and the amount paid for
practically all classes of postal employees with the exception of first
and second class postmasters. Considerable time and labor was ex-
pended in the compilation of all such laws and regulations made pur-
suant thereto and brought to date for ready reference and use of the
commission, including the current law, execept the temporary increases
provided in House joint resolution 151, effective November 1019

The commission conducted extended hearings in New York, Boston,
Chicago, St. Paul, Cincinnati, Washington, Atlanta, New Orleans,
Mem ioi.s, Kansas éiiy, and St. Lonis, at which points employees from
the m te and adjacent States submitted testimony and briefs
respecting malaries and the necessity for equitable readjustment and
mc_?:ﬁsiﬁcation. Members of the commission have also spent consid-
erable time personally inspecting conditions and the nature and char-
acter of duties performed by the various groups of emp]t:fees in the
larger post offices, postal stations, in railwn{ mail ears and terminals,
The commission feels that thereﬂy it has been enabled to arrive at
more correct conclusions respecting a fair adjustment of salaries in

the Postal Service,
'i"or the Turpm!e of the hearings employees were grouped as follows:
n

Carriers the City Delivery Serviee.
Clerks at first and second class post offices.
Rural carriers.

ilwa stal clerks.
%flp:rv{sopo officials, including special clerks in first and second

class Fost offices.
‘Watchmen, messengers, and lahorers,
Printers, mechanics, and chauffeurs,

Villa elivery carriers.
Spedﬁ delivery messengers.

The
If he will wait a moment,
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Tost-office inspectors,

Nupervisory officials in the Railway Mail Service.

First-clnss postmasters,

Second-class postmasters.

Third-class postmasters.

Fourth-class postmasters, :

Separate hearings were conducted in Washington for first-class post-
masters, officials in the post office inspection service, supervisory
officials in the Railway Mail Service, and one or two other smaller
groups.

The hearings were confined to employees actually in the service.
The various groups mentioned above at each of the points selected
their own spokesmen. Individual employees were permitted to and
have filed a number of statesments in their own behalf. Considerable
interest was manifested at the wvarious "hearings, which were well
attended by postal men and an immense amount of information and
data submitted amounting to 2,420 printed pages, which have been
helpful and waluable to the commission in the extended study given
to the subject.

Early in the investifaiion questionnaires were prepared and dis-
tributed to 14 groups of employees as follows:

1. Clerks in first and second class post offices.

2. Letter earriers in the City Delivery Service.

3. Supervisory employees, including special clerks, at first and second
class post offices.

4. Printers, mechanics, watchmen, messengers, and laborers,

. Rural delivery carriers.

. Third-class postmasters.

. Second-class postmasters.

. First-class postmasters. ;

9. Terminal and transfer clerks, Railway Mail Service,

10, Railway postal clerks.

11. Village delivery carriers.

12, Post-office inspectors.

13. Clerks in offices of inspectors in charge.

14. Fourth-class postmasters. ; .

The questionnaires called for specific data and information not
otherwise obtainable. More than 123,000 guestionnaires were returned,
which have been ecarefully analyzed and tabulated. A study of the
analyses of the questionnaires discloses valuable and interesting infor-
mation, worthy of preservation for reference in connection with future
legislation ecting the Postal Service. This information will be
presented in a subsequent report.

The commission has heard 537 witnesses and in addition a large
number of written statements and briefs appear in the printed copies
of the henrings. For the first time in the hlat:sy of the Postal Service
its employees and officials have been permitt to present personally
their own views and reasons for needed legislation affecting the service.

In a further effort to have thie benefit of suggestions from practical
experienced men, about 25 postal experts were selected from various
groups of postal employees, includinf clerks at first and second class
post offices, carriers in the City Delivery Service, supervisory officials
in first and second class post offices, railway postal and terminal
clerks, rural delivery carriers, first-class postmasters, second-class
postmasters, third-class postmasters, fourth-class postmasters, post-
office inspectors, and supervisory officials of the Railway Mail Service,

They were directed to report in Washington on March 29, 1920,
They had previously been provided with copics of the testimony pre-
sented to the commission, and were directed to submit for the con-
sideration of the commission a tentative schedule of salary adjustments,
with proper regard for the relative importance of each group to other
groups and to the entire service, together with suggestions for a pr‘iﬂaler
salary scale for each of the various groups of postal emgloyee& is
committee was in continuous session, at work night and day, for 10
days, and, with two or three exceptions, submitted a unanimous re-
port, which has been helpful and waluable in arriving at just and
proper conclusions respecting adequate and equitable salary adjust-
ments in the Postal Service. This report was thereupon submitted to
representatives of some of the groups of postal men who desired to
be heard and to officials of the Post Office Department. The latter
were invited, and have submitted, along with oral statements, written
recommendations and’ sug§eﬁtiona. both with reference to the conclu-
gions of the committee of postal experts and to the general subject
of the investigation,

Hearings were concluded on April 23, 1820, since which date the
commission has been in session almost daily in consideration and in
the preparation of a salary scale and adjustments of salaries in the
Postal Service.

The magnitude of the investigation will be appreciated when it is
remembered that the service is composed of approximately 300,000
employees, of which 39,148 clerks at first and second class post offices,
26,105 carriers in the City Dellvery Service, 19.202 clerks in the Rall-
way Mail Service, 666 first, 2,538 secoml, 7,849 third, and 41,645
fourth class postmas*ers, 42,210 rural delivery carriers, and approxi-
mately 5,000 supervisory employees, including foremen and speeial
clerks.

After very careful and painstaking consideration of the nuomerous
questions invioved in an investigation affecting such a large number
of persons employed {n every town, ¢ity, and community in the United
States and in Porto Rico, Hawaii, and Alaska, the commission pre-
sents this preliminary report and recommends what it believes to
b just, equitable, and liberal provisions in the matter of compensa-
tion for postmasters and employees in the Postal Service.

The commission regrets that lack of time prevents the preparation
of a comprehensive report with detailed information showing the
history, growth, development, and salaries fixed from time to time
with respect to the various groups of employes in the Postal Service.
In a subsequent final report such information with regard to each
branch of the Postal Service will be submitted. ]

The commission is unanimous in the recommendation to the Con-
gress that legislation should be s ily enacted to the end that the
compensation of postal men ma » placed on an equitable basis, gnd
it legislation is not enacted prior to the next fiscal year that when
enacted it shall be effective as of July 1, 1920.

A number of employees are paid from lump-sum ngprnprinﬁons
for whom mno specific wage has heretofore been fixed and likewise is
not fixed in the recommendations of the commission., When the law
shall become effective the commission anticipates that the department
will readjust the salaries of snch employees to accord with the com-
sensntlon recommended herein for those with similar and comparable
uties and responsibilities.

x=1m4
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Statement showing, by grades, the number of clerks at first and second
class post offices and city carviers who resigned between July 1, 1919,
and Mar., 31, 1920,

. Clecks. Carriers.
Grades. T T
Num- Num-
ber in s.m“ ber in Btd.
grade. igned, grade, sign
I R e Ll T 08 0 T [ ) a4
e e el e B | 8,262 | 954 | 4,825 300
1 0
1,
!
T s R p e S e
&125
g: e e I RE AT
AT e e e
T R L TS s e
R L e R R e e A Z
R O e e I
B e s e e TR S
Total ........ n,m] 4,383'36,0)3] 1,621

Month. Year. | $2,125 | §2,025 | 81,925 | 31,825 | $1,750 | $1,660
SRS 3| et 11 3 10

3 1 12 (] 8 11

2 1 14 1 6 3

- BN e 19 H 3 Fa

3 3 2 ] 11 12

4 2 14 7 T o]

L] 3 10 3 3 7

St T 10 2 5 13

5 39 2 15 25

26 IE ] 145 16 61 151

Month, $1,550 | $1,450 | §1,400 | $1,300 | $900 | Joint. | Total

9 3 Bi

12 1 127

5 3 150

6 1 167

e 148

4 1 109

January.... ] ! G 74
Pebrtary e 6 1 105
1T i e P ) i 186
Rkl it 51 10 1,151

Statement showing estimated increases and the annual rate of erpendi-
tures for es of regular employees under recommendations of
Joint Commission on Postal Salaries, 1921,

Clerks, first and second class offices - o oo - $8, 665, 550

Speclal elerks_—__ - ____ . _ , 900
Clty letter earriers-..._....._._____ 6, B37, 050
Railway Mail Service T, 4,912, 902
Post-office inspectors_______ o e 326, 900
Clerks, division headquarters post-office inspectors a2, 050
Rural Dellvery Bervice. - . . -~ - ___ 5, 650, 000
Postmasters :
First-class offices__ s S 148, 500
Second-class offices o, 451, 2
Third-class offices _ - 1,104, 500
Fourth-class offices 1, 082, 000
Village delivery carriers L 4 9, 750
Assistant postmasters, class offices ~ 1,013, 975
Clerk hire, third-class offices._.____ - 895, 75
Supervisory officers, first-class offices_ - 2,500,0
] s e e e e e 34, 375, 087

The additional increases for the succeeding three years will average
approximately $3,700,000 per year.

‘The work of the joint commission was delayeid for a period by the
late illness and death of its able and distinguished chairman, Hon.
John Il. Bankhead, Senator from Alabama, the long-time chalrman
of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and whose great
interest in the welfare of the employees in the Postal Service and in
the needed readjustment of their salaries never faltered,

Respectfully submitted.

THOMAS STERLING,
Gieorce H. MoSEs.
Lawirexce C. PHIrps,
Kexyerd McEKELLAR,
Hpwand J. Gay,

JouN A. Mooy,

Traos, M. BELL.

A. B. Rouse.

HALVOR STEENERSON.
MarTIN B. MADDEN.
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STATEMEXT OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS CONTAINED IN THE PRELIMINARY
REPORT OF THE JOINT COMMISSION ON POSTAL BALARIES,
Clerks at first and second class post offices and carriers in City De-
uvel&' Service, five grades: Grade 1, 31.400; grade 2, $1,500; grade 3,
$1,600; grade 4, $1,700; grade 5, $1,800. »
'Bubstitutes, tem?oraries. and auxiliaries, 60 cents per hour.
Credit for actual time served as substitute in advancement in grades
when a’ﬂminted regular clerk or carrier, >
Spec clerks, two grades, $1,900 and $2,000,
: I‘;intern. mechanics, and skilled laborers to be paid and promoted as
ClErKs.
Watchmen, messengers, and laborers, two grades, $1,350 and $1,450.
Motor Vehicle Service to continue under lump-sum appr&;;rlaﬂ.on.
Railway Mail Bervice, six grades, as follows: Grade 1, $1,600; grade
gi 3{1,.(;(00; grade 3, $1,850; grade 4, $2,000; grade 5, $2,150; grade 6,

Clerks to be in classes A and B: Rallway post offices now in class A,
terminal and transfer offices to be in class A; others in class B.
Laborers In two grades, $1,350 and $1,450,

Vrogression for road eclerks to grade 3 and to grade 4 for clerks in
charge for class A, and to grade 5 for clerks and to grade 6 for clerks in
charge in class B. Progression for terminal and transfer clerks to grade
3 when general scheme ‘distribution not required and to grade 4 when
general scheme distribution is required. (lerks In charge to de 5
terminals or tours or crews consisting of not more than 19 clerks or in
transfer offices or tours in transfer offices of not more than 4 elerks, and
to grade 6 in terminals or tours or crews in terminals of 20 or more
cllerg and in transfer offices or tours in transfer offices or 5 or more
cler
"~ Clerk In charge is defined as the clerk in charge of railway post
offices, terminal or transfer offices, whether alone or in charge of a
crew,

In division superintendents’ offices all clerks progress to grade 3,
four to grade 4, four to grade 5, four to grade 6, and in offices of chlef
clerks all clerks to grade 3, and one eaeh to grades 4, 5, and 6. Pro-
gression for examiners to grade 5 and assistant examiners to grade 4.
Substitutes to be paid as grade 1 clerks for actual service performed for
ane year and npliminted unassigned clerk of grade 2 unless sooner ap-
pointed regular clerk.

Service of all clerks to be of an average of eight hours per day, 306
days per annum, including allowance for service during lay-off periods,
'E“h or compensatory time to be allowed for service in excess of eight

ours.

Substitute and unassigned clerks to be credited with full time to and
from official headquarters to an assignment, with travel allowance while
on duty and also travel allowances while on duty on a line starting
from official headquarters.

Division superintendents to be $4,200; assistant division superin-
tendents, $3,200; two assistants, at 53,106 each ; and one in charge of
car construction, $£8,000. Chief clerks, $3,000; and assistant chief
clerks, $2,500; the heads of sections in such offices to be rated as
asgistant chief clerks.

Post-office inspectors to be divided into seven grades with progres-
gion to grade 5 and after one year’s meritorious service to grade 6, and
20 per cent to grade 7 for specially meritorious service after one year's
gervice in grade 6, as follows: Grade 1, $2,300; grade 2, $2,500 ; grade
3, $2.700; grade 4, $2,900; grade 5, $3,200; grade 6, $3, : grade 7,
$3,700; inspector in charge, $4,200.

Actual expenses not to exceed $5 per day when absent from home
domiciles and official headquarters.

Clerks at division headquarters post-office inspection serviee divided
into six grades, with progression to frada D and one to de 6, as
follows : Grade 1, $1.600; grade 2, $1,700; grade 3, $1,850; grade 4,
£2.000; grade 5, $2,150; grade 6, 52.3b0: chief clerk, $2,600.

Hubstitutes are provided at offices of division headquarters pest-
office inspection service,

Rural delivery carriers, $1,800 for 24 miles and $30 for each mile in
excess of 24 miles, Deductions for partial failure to perform service
shnll not exceed rate of pay per mile per day for 24 miles or less and
likewise in excess of 24 miles.

Motor route carriers, 50 miles and over, not in excess of $2,600 per

annum.

Village delivery carriers, from $1,000 to $1,200, under regulations to
be prescribed by the department.

- Fourth-class postmasters, 140 per cent on cancellations of §75 per
quarter and less; 115 per cent from $75 to $100 of cancellations per

uarter; and in excess of $100 per guarter, 100 per cent on first $100,

?ﬁ per cent on next $100 or less, and 60 per cent on the remainder.

When compensation amounts to $1,000 and gross postal rmelgta amount

ttgi $1.5100 within one year, fourth-class offices shall be advanced to
rd class,

Third-class postmasters are Increased $300 from basic salaries each,
the salaries ranging from $1,000 to $2,200. Clerk hire to be same as
under present law, readjusted annually.

Second-class postmasters are Increased from $100 to $300 each, the
galary ranging from %20300 to $3 , and the grades according to
gross receipts from $8 to 840.0(‘0, reduced from 10 to 8. Assistant
postmasters to be in eight grades from $1,800, with increases of $30 in
each grade to $2,150. o

First-class pashnasters to be in 14 grades, with modified schedules
in each grade according to gross receipts from $40,000 to more than
81‘.000,0£ Increases range from $200 to $300 and $400 where the
salary is now $3,600 and $3,700, to $400 and $500 where the salary
is now $3,700 and $8.800, and $500 and $600 where the salary is now

3,000 and $4,000. No increase is provided where the salary is now

5,000 and over,

BUFERVISORY OFFICERS 1IN OFFICES OF THE FIRST CLASS,

The two-division plan is approved for all osost offices except thosa
where the receipts are in excess of $20,000,000 per annum.

At offices of the first class, the annual salaries of employees, other
ihan those of the clerical grades, shall be graded in even hundreds of
dollars, based upon the postal receipts for the preceding calendar year
at the post office in which they are employed, as follows:

Receipts $40,000 but less than $50,000:

Assigtant postmaster . $2, 200
Superintendent of mails_ .. __ , 100
Rece?ts §050,000 but less than $60,000:
ssistant tmaster g 2, 200
Superintendent of mails 2,100
Rece‘lzsta 160.000 but less than $75,000:
slstant stmaster 2, 200
Superintendent of mails 2, 100

Receipts $75,000 but less than $90,000 :
Assistant postmaster.
Superintendent of mails____

Receipts $90,000 but less than $1

ssistant postmaster_____
Superintendent of mails__

Hoyeman l 4. st et i e 2, 000
Heceipts $120,000 but less than $150,000:
ssigtant tIREGEy s e 2, 500
Superint: DAL= (TR S s U e i 2, 400
Lt L e L I M TR Y, 2, 000
Reoelg‘t: %150,000 but less than $200,000:
istant tmaster B e o 2, 600
Buperintendent of mails__________ 2, 500
IROTEIEAN o B e PR S e e e e 2, 000
Receipts §200,000 but less than $250,000 ;
Assistant B S L N N BTl e T TME g 2, 700
Superintendent of malls oo oros o s a s Res R i 2, 600
Foreman . ____ e i o oy b ety T e 2, 000
Receipts $250,000 but less than $300,000:
ssistant stmaster v 2, 800
Buperintendent of mails e R THND
Assistant superintendent of mails 2,200
iyt D eSS TR TS N SO TR REC SN TN 2, 000
Rece?ts $300,000 but less than $400,000:
ssistant postmaster—.____________ 2, 900
Superintendent of mails_.____ 2, 800
Assistant superintendents of mails__ 2,200
3T e e i 2, 000
Receipts $400,000 but less than $500,000 :
Assistant postmaster___. 3, 000
Superintendent of mails______ 2, 900 .
Assistant superintendents of mails_ 2, 200
Foreman —___ e 2, 000
Receipts $500,000 bot Jess than $600,000:
Assistant postmaster_____. 3, 200
Superintendent of mails 5 . 000
Assistant superintendents of mails_ oo ____ 2, 300
Foreman 2, c00
Postal cashier 2, 600
Money-order ecashier ISR 2, 300
Receipts $600,000 but less than $1,000,000 :
ssistant postmaster 3, 400
Superintendent of mails 3, 200
Assistant superintendents of mails 2, 500
Foremen 2, 000-2, 100
Postal cashier 2,
Money-order cashier 2, 500
Recel $1,000,000 but less than $2,000,000 :
ssistant stmaster. 3, 600
Superintendent of malils ——— 3,400
Assistant superintendents of mails___________ 2,200-2, 500-2, 800
Foremen 2, 000-2, 200
Postal cashier. 2 3, 000
Asgistant cashijer 2, 300
Money-order cashiers 2, 700
Bookkeeper — 2,000
Station examiners 2, 000
Receipts T2,000.000 but less than $£3,000,000:
Assistant postmaster._ 3, 700
Superintendent of mails______ 3, 600
Assistant superintendents of mails_____ 2, 300-2, 500-2, 7003, 000
Foremen__ — 2,000-2, 200
Postal cashier ——_ 3,100
Assistant cashiers 2, 200-2, 400
Money-order cashier 2, 800
Bookkeepers 2, 000-2, 200
Station examiners ____ - 2,800
Receipts §3,000,000 but less than $5,000,000 :
Assistant postmaster_____ : 3, 800
Superintendent of mails 3, 600

Assistant superintendents of mails_____

Foremen ____ - 2,000-2, 200
Postal cashi o — . iy B
Assistant cashlers 2, 200-2, 400-2, 800
Money-order cashiers 2, 000-2, 200
Bookkeepers ____ =ik 2, 000-2, 200
Station examiners___ 2, 300-2, 500
Receipts £5,000,000 but less than $7,000,000 :
Assistant postmaster 4. 000
Superintendent of mails 3, 800
Assistant superintendents of mails_2,300-2,500-2,800-3,000-3, 400 |
Foremen___ 2,000-2, 200
FPostal cashier T
Assis t cashiers

2,200-2,600-2, 800 |
3, 200
2,000-2,200-2, 300

ftation examiners

- 2,800-2, 500
Receipts f’i‘.OO0.000 but less than $9,000,000 :
- Assistant postmaster___________ 4, 300

Mong—order ceshier
Bookkecpers

Buperintendent of mails 4, 000
Assistant superintendents of mails 2.3

2, 500-2,800-3,200-3, GDO
Foremen 2, 000-2, 200
Postal cashier 3, 700
Assistant cashiers___ . ______ 2, 300-2, 500-2, 800-3, 000
Money-order cashier 3, 300
Bookkeepers — . _ 2, 000-2, 200-2, 300
Station examiners 2, 300-2, 500

Receipts $9,000,000 but less than $20,000,000 :

ssistant postmaster. 4, 500

igglel;mfnmntr'ot* e f mail 3 400—9%%
stant superintendent of mails

= 5 3, 800-3, 200-3, 400-3, 800

For 2, 000-2; 200-2] 300

Postal cashler
Assistant cashiers
Money-order cashier

2, 300-2, 500-2, 8003, 000

pers 2, 000-2, 200-2, 3002, 500
Receipts $20,000.000 and d i)
ece s and upward :
fadaﬁani postmaster_ 4, 600
Superintendent of mails 4, 400
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Receipts $20,000,000 and vpward—Continued,
Aasistant superintendent of mails___________ o __ $2., 400-
2, 600-2, 800-3, 200-3, 6003, 800
Superintendent of delvery. ... - llloal 4, 400
Assistant superintendents of delivery - 2,

400—
2, 600-2, 800-3, 2003, 6003, 8OO
Foremen _ T, ——— 2, 000-2, 200-2, 500
Buperintendent of regiBtry e S, !}00
Assistant superintendents of registry__ 2, 400-2, 600-2, 800-3, 200
Superintendent of money order—— et 4, 000
Assistant superintendent of money order
Aunditor___
R = ey e 4, 000
Assistant cashlers. . _______ 2, 300-2, 500-2, 800-3, 000-3, 200
e P ST Y O LA R e T S R S S ST 3, 600
Dookkeepers ____ 2, 100-2, 300-2, 500-3,
Station examinmers____________________ 2, 300-2, 500

Station superintendents to be divided Into 10 grades, as follows :

T A T G e M e S N TS AR ot $2, 100
T and not over 18 employees_____ 2, 200
1% and not over 32 employees___ SE —— 2,300
33 anil not over 44 employees. el Ul g LU il Al i 2, 400
45 and not over 64 employees , 500
65 and not over 90 employees_ . , 60O
91 and not over 120 employees.. . ___— ______ . ___ 2,700
121 and not over 160 employews_ - o __ 2, 800
151 and not over 850 employees_ ... 3, 000
351 employees and over 3, 200

An assistant superintendent of stations may be appointed, as follows :

65 and not exceeding 90 employees_____ e $2, 200
91 and not exceeding 120 employees_ — 2,8

121 and not exceeding 150 employees 2, 400
151 nnd not exceeding 350 employees 2, 600
3561 und over O ——— 2, BO0

In addition to the mumber of regular employees assigned to a
delivery station each $100,000 receipts to be considered one employee,
and at finance stations $25,000 to be considered one employee. At
stations less than four employees and less than $100,000 receipts the
salary to be not more than a special clerk.

Not more than one assistant superintendent of mails, of delivery,
of registry, and cashier shall receive the maximum saln?' aoprovided.
except where the receipts are $9,000,000 and less than $20,000,000,
where two assistant sn?erlntendenta of mails shall be appointed at
the maximum, one to be in charge of delivery.

In offices designated Btate depositories and central accounting where
the receipts are less than 3500.000 the emglayw directly in charge of
the work to be paid $200 additional, and $200 additional for the cashier
in such offices where a postal cashier is provided.

GEXERAL PROVISIONS,

Fifteen days' annual leave for all employees, with pay, and sick leave
10 days each year, to be cumulative for three years, but no sick leave
granted with pay for more than 30 days in any one year. ]

Restoration to grade after reduction in salary shall not be construed
as promotion within the law prohibiting advancement of more than one
grade In one year.

Payment in mone

for holiday and Sunday service is denied, and
compensatory time

. 'or such service must be taken within six days
" next succeeding Sunday service and 30 ds{s succeeding holiday service.

Promotions in salary after July 1, 1921, to be not more than $300
per annum, except when apgﬂnted postmaster, inspector in charge, or
superintendent in Railway il Service.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I hope that will not be taken out
of my time. I think it is of sufficient importance outside of
that. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from New York
[Mr., HUSTED].

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Speaker, a good deal has been said about
the existence of European statutes which permit the doing in
European countries of the things which are sought to be done
under the provisions of this bill. I have not any desire or
any right to question the statement of the gentlemen who have
said that exactly the same thing can be done in European
countries which they are seeking to accomplish under the provi-
sions of this bill. But those statutes are not before us, and I
doubt very much if there is any legislation which allows the
doing of this thing in the way in which it is proposed to be
done here. And if there is any such legislation, then I believe
it is very bad legislation, and we should not adopt it in this
country.

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield? -

Mr. HUSTED. I have only a few minutes. I would rather
yield later. i

Mr. KING. When you get through.

‘Mr. HUSTED. This bill is the substitute for the Capper-
Hersman bill, upon which we had a number of hearings in the
Committee on the Judiciary. I attended those hearings and
listened very attentively to the statements of the representa-
tives of the various farmer organizations that appeared there.
I hecame convinced, as the result of those hearings, that the
object sought to be accomplished by this bill was not the reduc-
tion of the cost of distributing the products, because they ad-
mitted that they did not intend to do away with the middleman,
but the object was to enable farmers to organize in order to
get better prices. That was what they wanted, and that was
what they were quite frank in asserting they wanted. They
said that the farmers were at a disadvantage in dealing with
the men who bought their products, and that this legislation
should be enacted in order to enable them to be on better terms
in dealing with the large corporations that bought food products.
Now, the object of this bill is to enable farmers to associate
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themselves together and have a common selling agency. There |
is absolutely no limitation upon any price they may charge, |
unless the Secretary of Agriculture sees fit to hold that they |
have unduly enhanced the price of some product, either by re- '
stricting competition or by restraining trade. :

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I want to ask the gentleman one
question there. Is that remedy in the Secretary of Agriculture
exclusively, in your judgment?

Mr, HUSTED. That remedy is in the Secretary of Agricul-
ture exclusively. If he does not move, absolutely nobody ean
move, and the bill does not give the individual, it does not give
any association, any right to go into court and have these
prices reviewed.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUSTED. Certainly.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Is it not a fact that these men may be
prosecuted for combining or conspiring with any corporation to -
increase prices?

Mr. HUSTED. Oh, they can organize just as big an associa-
tion as they want, and the bill expressly provides that they may
fix prices, any law to the contrary notwithstanding. And that
includes not only the Sherman Antitrust Aet, but the Clayton
Act and every other act that in any way, shape, or manner at-

00 |- tempts to control prices.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. May I ask the gentleman if that same ar-
gument can not also be made against every corporation?

Mr. HUSTED. No; not that same argument. I am not
altogether in love with the Sherman Antitrust Act. I believe
that the Sherman Antitrust Act favors big aggregations of capi-
tal at the expense of the little man. I do not believe in any
statute which puts a shackle upon production., The recent
war proved that in order to secure production we had practi-
cally to make a dead letter of the Sherman Antitrust Act, and
if there is anything that we need in this country to-day to
bring back normal prices it is inereased production. But I do
not believe in class legislation, and I do not believe in taking
one class of our citizens entirely out of the operations of the
antitrust act and keeping other classes in, and then putting in
one man, and one man alone, the power to control the prices
of the necessities of life.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield now for a
moment ? )

Mr. HUSTED. I will

Mr. KING. Did not the gentleman vote for the bill incorpo-
rating the Edge corporations, which repealed a part of the
Sherman Antitrust Act and gave them the right to operate?

Mr. HUSTED. I was opposed to the Edge bill, and I spoke
against it on the floor of the House.

Mr. KING., Let me ask the gentleman another question.
This amounts to forestalling the market, does it not?

Mr. HUSTED. 1 do not know exactly what the gentleman
means.

Mr. KING. The difference between the farmers being al-
lowed to get 8 per cent and men getting 200 per cent by hoard-
ing wool and food in the city of New York.

Mr. HUSTED. What the gentleman says shows that he has
not the remotest idea of what this bill does, because he talks
about the farmers getting 8 per cent. The 8 per cent provi-
sion is for the protection of the farmers in getting higher
prices, and is not in the interest of the public in any degree
whatever.

Mr. KING. ILet the gentleman attack the New York profit-
eers in foodstuffs and clothing instead of the farmers.

Mr. HUSTED. All of the farmers have not money enough
to furnish the capital stock of these associations in equal
amounts. There are some rich farmers that can buy $10,000
worth of stock, while another farmer may be able to buy $1,000
worth, and perhaps another who is only capable of buying
$500 worth of the stocl.

The bill provides that the association itself, as an association,
shall not declare more than 8 per cent of dividends on its stock,
and the object of that is to prevent the big farmer, who is able
to put $5,000, or $10,000, or $15,000 into the capital stock of
one of these associations, from running away with the profits
at the expense of the other farmers. But the power of price
control of products is vested in the association by its ability
to get the farmers together and agree that all the farmers that
belong to this association shall not sell their potatoes, or their
wheat, or any other agricultural product that the association
deals in, at less than the price agreed upon in the association,
and the power to sell those products for the common benefit of
all is vested in this selling agency ; and there is not any limit—
any reasonable limit—to the price they could charge unless the
Secretary of Agriculture should see fit to declare that they were
charging-an excessive price,
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Now, what are the provisions in relation to that? In the first
place, the Seeretary of Agriculture has got to give the offending
association at least 30 days’ notice before he can take any
action. Then, after he has taken action, the offending assoecia-
tion can still operate for 30 days more and absolutely nothing
can be done to it, and then the Secretary of Agriculture goes
into court to get an order, an injunction, and that may take 30
days more. So that it is entirely possible that the association
would have 90 days, a period of time amply long enough to
market a crop, before a single thing could be done to it, and
it is absolutely eertain that it would have at least 60 days during
which absolutely nothing could be done to it to stop it from
selling its products at grossly excessive prices,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr., SUM=RERS].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized for
five minutes.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, I am very free to confess that I do not like legislation
of this character. I have suggested a number of times to the
House what I believe ought to be the legislation enacted to meet
the existing agricultural situation. But I do not believe that
this legislation is as dangerous as doing nothing.

Let us see what the situation is, and I suggest to my friends
who live in the big eities that they ought to get out of their
minds just as quickly as possible the idea that the economic
problems of agriculture are of concern only to the man who
farms. Out in the country live the agricultural producers; in
the cities are the industrial producers. Each of these activities
is bidding for the energy of every man and for the capital,
every dollar of it, in the United States. The man who is run-
ning a manufaeturing business is doing business, as compared
with agriculture, upon a cost-pius basis. He charges info the
price of his commeodities the labor eost, whatever the price he
must pay for laboer, and every other item of cost in production,
Do not forget that. Agriculture sells its product to the highest
bidder in a restricted market. It sells in this sort of market
at the price fixed by purchasers. You can readily appreeciate
the disadvantages of agriculture bidding against industry for
any man’s labor. The census reporis show that, notwithstand-
ing the fact that we have passed the danger line, we are now
in the midst of the greatest residential and vocatioral migra-
tion sweeping in from the country upon the cities that has ever
been known in the history of the ages. !

Now, that means that right behind the problem of the high cost
of living, gentlemen, widespread hunger is coming, and no man
who has any sense can close his eyes to that. You can not
maintain the balance in pepulation as between the eountry and
the city when you have ene side tilted up by an economic ad-
vantage any more than you can control the level of water in a
basin poised on a pivot unless there be equality of weight in the
parts of the basin. And let us not forget that population is mere
fluid in this eountry to-day than it has ever been in the history
of the world. X ) .

I repeat, this is not the right way to remedy the situation. Bu
it is not so dangereus as doing nothing. What does this bill
propose? It proposes to give the farmer the privilege of organiz-
ing and to give, under the supervision of the Secretary of Agri-
culture, the privilege of operating cooperatively for a profit to
the joint venture of not more than 8 per cent, and thereby give
to farmers a chance to make more profit than they make now,
What is that? It means that we propose to help equip agricul-
ture with the ability to bid sufficiently high for the necessary
share of the productive energy of this eountry to enable it to
raise enough food and elothing material to feed and clothe your
bodies in the cities. That is all there is in if, and that is the
only way It ean be done.

It is foolishness to ask the country boy to go baek to the farm
unless the farm can bid as much for him as the factery bids.
You might as well go down and appeal to the waters of the Poto-
mae River to flow uphill, and expect them to do it because you
tell them how beautiful the hills of Virginia are. It is all foolish-
ness, and if you folks who live in big cities do not get this notion
out of your heads, and if you do not help to make it possible for
the American farmer to make enough money to hold his boys in
the country against some automobile faetory that is bidding to
take them into the city, you will see, and that soon, crowds of
hunger-erazed people surging through the streets of the big cities

“erying for bread, and anybedy who has good sense ought to know
it. I used to think that every big man in the city was a big man
everywhere, but some of them are like the cucumbers which we
boys used to put in glass bottles when they were little. They
would grow and fill the bottle, but there was no cucumber on the

outside. They would just stay there and turn yellow and rof,
[Laughter. ]

I am not trying to appeal to prejudice. I am trying to appeal
te your good sense and to your instincts of self-preservation, I
represent a eity which largely dominates my congressional dis-
trict. I represent also a part of the great agricultural section of
my State. This proposed legislation is regarded as a farmers'
bill. It does deal with an economie problem of agriculture, but
it is incomparably of more importance to those of my constituents
who live in the cities than it is to those who live in the country.
It is more important to those who must have these products to
live than it is to those who sell them to get money.

I am not speaking extravagantly when I say that hunger is
approaching the cities of America, and even now is nigh unto
their gates, -

There must be given to agriculture some compensatory advan-
tage to offset the present economic advantage which industry
holds by reason of the fact that it can write into the selling price
which it fixes all cost of production plus a profit.

I do not like to vote for this sort of legislation any better than
you gentlemen who are opposing it. But since you will not enact
the measures which I have proposed, we are driven to this alter-
native. We are close to the gravest sort of foed crisis in this
country. This bill may provide seme protection and help to hold
against a worse situation until we can put into operation a real
constructive policy which will be free from the criticism of direct
class advantage. As a matter of faet, however, under the cir-
eumstances, this is legislation directed against a common danger.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. SwoPE].

Alr. SWOPE. Mr. Speaker, I was very much impressed with
the statement made by the gentleman from Texas. It seems to
me it is just a question whether this Government is going to
have a well-defined policy toward the farmers or not.

Mr. Speaker, the farmers of this country are to this Nation
what the foundation is to the house. The life, the health, and
contentment of the Ameriean people rest upon the broad shoul-
ders of the American farmers, who feed them and, to a great
extent, clothe them. Yet this great elass of people which is
the bone and sinew of our land has practically nothing to do
with tlie prices of its erops, eattle, and so forth. The manu-
facturer buys raw material at the manufacturer’s price and

' sells it for the manufacturer's price. The merchant sells at
'his own price. But the farmer toils all the year producing his

crops and raising his live stock and has to sell not at his price
but for the price the miller, the manufacturer, or the packer
offers him. That is not fair. The farmers should have the
same right to set the price upon what they produce as the mer-
chants, the manufacturers, or the packers, as long as they are
fair and reasonable. Under our present high prices some might
think that the farmers are in on the profit game; but in propor-
tion to the money invested, the increase in cost of production,

and what they have to pay the merchants for what they con-
| sume, the profits of the farmers are not large.

The gquestion
then arises, Why are the prices too high to the ultimate con-
sumer? Simply because of the unnecessary middleman. I
have heard it stated on the floor of this House that out of
every $3 paid by the consumer the middleman gets $2 and
the farmer or producer gets only $1. That system of dis-
tribution, although very eold, is very objectionable and should
be and can be remedied. It is unfair te the consumer, because
he has to pay too much for what he needs, and it is unfair to
the farmer, because he receives too little in return for his in-
vestment of time and labor expended. Mr, Hoover says:

The whole marketing system in many of our commodities is indirect,
expensive, wasteful, obsolete, and increases the margin unduly. Our
mnnufur:tu'rinr; industries have developed out of pace with our agri-
culture, and labor is being drawn in thousands from the farm to the
town at wages with which the farmer can not contend.

The preoblem, then, seems to be to, as nearly as possible,
eliminate this Intermediate speculator between the producer
and the censumer, and then the producer and consumer can
share the $2 that is now being levied by the middle party.
The question is, How ecan this be done? By bringing the pro-
ducer and consumer together. And then, How can that be
done? It certainly ean not be done as long as there is no unity
of action on the part of the farmers. The farmers must law-
fully organize and cooperate if they expect to have anything to
say about the prices of their produets and bridging the gap be-
tween themselves and the consumers, If they can do this, they

‘ ean both standardize and inerease their output and also sta-

bilize their income. The consumer should also be interested in
this proposition, because it would mean that the money that in
the past has been absorbed in a manner that decreased produc-
tion weuld under this plan be applied in a way that would
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rather stimulate produection, which ultimately means lower
prices to the consumers. But there are some legal barriers at
present which prevent the farmers from being able to fully
organize effeetively, and it is for the purpose of removing these
barriers that the various collective bargaining bills have been
intreduced, .and this bill, H. R. 13931, has been reported by
the committee favorably.

Let us now examine the legal status of the situation and
see why legislation along these lines is necessary.

An act of Congress of October 15, 1914, known as the Clayton
Act, in seetion 6 provides: £

That the labor of a human being is not a commodity or article of
commerce. Nothing containmed in the antitrust laws shall be con-
strued to forbid the existence and operation of labor, ag:riculturxll: or
hortieultural organizations, instituted for the p es of mutual
help, “and not ving capital stock or conducted for' profit, or to
torE{d or restraln individual members of such organizations from law-
fully carrying out the legitimate objects thereof. Nor shall such
organizations, or the members thereof, he held or construed to be illegal
Icembinattuna or conspiracies in restraint of trade under the antitrust
,laws,

This policy of Congress was again expressed in the deficiency
appropriation bill of October 21, 1919, in the folowing lan-

guage:

Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be ex-
pended for the prosecution of farmers, prolucers, and associations
of farmers who cooperate and work in an effort to and for the purpgse
n;oa:htﬁnlng and maintaining a fair and reasonable price for eir
products,

The apparent intention of Congress, however, is not clearly
expressed in section 6 of the Clayton Act, and it is rather un-
certain what these farm organizations can lawfully do or what
are “the legitimate objects thereof.” Section 6 of the Clay-
ton Act also exempts only those farm associatlons “not having
capital stock or conducted for profit.” The practical operation
of that clause is that in States where there is no law permit-
ting the organization of associations without “capital stock”
and “not conducted for profit” it is impossible for the farmers
to organize because if they organize with capital stock they do
not come within section 6 of the Clayton Act, and if they at-
tempt to organize without ‘“ capital stock and not conducted for
profit,”” they violate the State laws of these certain States.

Mr. SABATH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SWOPE. Not now. I have not the time.

Now, several States have enacted laws making collective
sales lawful, but inasmuch as there are many of the producers’
‘organizations whose business extends into several States, they
therefore come within the Federal laws, and it is therefore
proper that Congress should declare a plain, unmistakable, and
fair policy with reference to them.

The Committee on the Judiciary with that purpose in view
has very wisely reported out the bill H. R. 13931, which au-
thorizes the association of producers of agricultural products.
This bill, in°'my opinion, will be of far-reaching effect and will
be of great help to both producers and consumers. The bill
is as follows:

A bill (H. R. 13931) to authorize association of producers of agricul
tural products.

Be it enacted, ete., That persons engaged In the production of agri-
cultural products as farmers, planters, ranchmen, men, or fruit
growers may act together in associations, corporate or otherwise, with
or without capital stock, In col!ectlvel{ ?roeassmg, preparing for mar-
ket, handling, and marketing in interstate and foreign commerce, such
products of their members; and such producers may organize and oper-
‘ate such associations and make the necessary contracts and agreements
to effect that purpose, any law to the contrary notwithstanding:
Provided, however, That such assoeciations are operated for the mutual
benefit of the members thereof, as such producers, and conform to one
or both of the following requ}rements:

First. That no member of the asgsociation is allowed more than one
,E‘Jte lhe{:am;e of the amount of stock or membership capital he may own

erein; or,

Second. That the associatlon does not pay dividends on stock eor
membership capital in excess of 8 per cent lper annum.

SEc, 2. That if the Secretary of Agriculture shall have reason to
believe that any such association re: 8 trade or lessens cedmpetition
to such an extent that the Prica of any agricultural product is unduoly
enhanced by reason thereof, he shall serve upon such association a
complaint stating his charge in that respect, to which comFIs.int shall
be attached, or contained therein, a notice of hearing, specifying a day
and place not less than 30 days after the service thereof, requiring
the association to show cause why an order should not be made direct-
ing it to cease and desist from so restraining trade or lessening com-
petition in such article. An association so complained of may at the
time and place so fixed show cause why such order should not be en-
tered. The evidence given on such a hearing shall be reduced to
writing and made arPart of the record therein. If upon such hearing
the Secretary of Agriculture shall be of the oplnion that such associa-
tion restrains trade or lessens competition to such an extent that the
price of any agricultural product is, or is about te become{hnndnu
enhanced thereby, he shall issue and eause to be served upon the asso-
clation an order reciting the facts found bg him, dh:ectin§ such asso-
ciation to cease and desist therefrom. If such assoclation falls or
neglects for 80 du?s to obey such order, the Secretar
shall file in the distriet court in which such association
cipal place of business a cerlified copy of the order and ef al
records in the proceeding, together with a petition asking that

order be enforeed, and shall fiva notice to the Aftorney General and
to said association of such filing. Such distriet court shall thereupon
have jurisdiction to afirm, set aside, or modify sald order, dnd may
;?l%lﬁeo:&:é:s as to pleadings and proceedings to be had in eonsidering

The facts found by the Secretary of Agriculture and recited as set
forth In said order shall be prima facie evidence of such facts, but
either put{ may adduce additional evidenee. The Department of
Justice shall hava eharge of the enforcemgnt of such order. After
the order is so filed in such district court, 'and while pending for re-
view, the district court may issue a temporary writ of injunction for-
bidding such assoeiation from violating such order or any part thereof.
The court may upon conclusion of its hearing enforce such order by a
permanent in ction or other appropriate remedy. Service of such
comg!aint and of all notices may be made upon such association by
service upon any officer or a t thereof engaged in carrying on Its
business, and such service shall be binding upon such associagon. the
officers, and members thereof.

In section 1 the bill permits persons engaged in agricultural
products, as farmers, planters, ranchmen, dairymen, or fruit
growers, to act together in associations, corporate or otherwise,
with or without capital stock, to collectively prepare and place
their produets upon the market. It also provides that no mem-
ber shall have more than one vote regardless of the stock he
may own therein. Provision is also made that the association
shall not pay dividends on stock or membership eapital in ex-
cess of 8 per cent per annum. Seetion 2 of the bill is to pro-
tect the consumer and outlines the remedy in case these or-
ganizations should restrain trade or lessen competition. My
personal opinion is that the farmers will never abuse the priv-
ileges extended to them under this bill; nevertheless I think
the committee has acted wisely by staying on the safe side and
providing a remedy in case the privilege should be abused.

I think, Mr. Speaker, this bill will not only tend to dignify
farm life but will stimulate interest in agricultural pursuvits
and help stop the influx of the rural population into the cities,
and thereby increase production. [Applause.]

Mr. RIDDICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp, Is there ob-
jection? *

There was no objection.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I make the same
request.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the same
request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I make the same request. :

Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the same
request.

Mr. STEENERSON, Mr. Speaker, I make the same request—
to extend my remarks on this bill.

Mr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
are these remarks all to be confined to the bill?

Mr. BEE. Mr, Speaker, there is no probability, is there,
that any of these remarks will be about the bonus bill?

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the reguest to be
on this bill.

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I make the same request.

Mr. FIELDS. I make the same request.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is better to take them
individually, The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR]
malkes the same request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WHITE of Kansas. I make the same request.

Mr. MANN of Illincis. I ask unanimous consent that all
Members have three legislative days in which to print remarks
on this billL

Mr. KINKAID. Make it five days.

Mr, MANN of Illinois. No; let them work a little.

Mr. WALSH. I object.

Mr, KING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of no gquorum.

Mr., KING. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman
from Wyoming I withdraw it. =1

By unanimous consent, the following Members were granted
leave to extend their remarks on this bill: Mr. PELL, Mr, FiELDS,
Mr. SapatH, Mr. WELLING, Mr., UPsHAW, Mr. STEENERSON, Mr,
Warte of Kansas, Mr, Layron, Mr., Sumsmers of Washington, -
Mr. RuBey, Mr. Micaexer, Mr. CHrisTorHERSON, Mr. FLoop,
Mr. Orives, and Mr, THOMPSON.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. THOMAS. I desire to know if all of these gentlemen
}vho are; making requests to extend remarks on this bill are
armers?
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the geutle-
man’s question. [Laughter.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. ANDREWS].

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I am heartily in
favor of the passage of the pending bill. It reads as follows:

A bill (H. R. 13931) to guthorize association of producers of agricul-
tural products.

Be it enacted, ete., That persons engaged in the groductjun of agri-
cultural products as farmers, planters, ranchmen, dairymen, or fruit
growers may act together in associations, corporate or otherwise, with
or without capital stock, in collectively processing, preparing for mar-
ket, handling, and marketing in interstate and foreign commerce, such
products of their members ; and such producers may organize and oper-
ate such associations and make the necessary contracts and agreements
to effect that pu?osﬁ. au{l law to the contrary notwithstanding: Pro-
vided, however, That such associations are operated for the mutual
benefit of the members thereof, as such producers, and conform to one
or both of the following requirements:

First. That no member of the association is allowed more than one
vote :u.‘t‘ﬁ use of the amount of stock or membership capital he may own
therein ; or,

Second. That the association does not pay dividends on stock or
membership capital in excess of Stper cent per anpum.
Sec. 2. That if the Secretary of Agriculture shall have reason to

helieve that any such association restrains trade or lessens competition
to such an extent that the lprice of any agricultural product iz unduly
enhanced by reuson thereof, he shall serve upon such association a
complaint stating his charge in that respect, to which complaint shall
be attached, or contained therein, a notice of hearing, specifying a day
and place not less than 30 dnis after the service thereof, requiring
the association 10 show cause why an order should not be made direct-
ing it to ccase and desist from so restraining trade or lessening com-
petition in such article. An association so complained of may at the
time and place so fixed show canse why such order should not be en-
tered. The evidence given on such a hearing shall be reduced to
writing and made a part of the record therein. If upon such hearing
the Secretary of Agricultnre shall be of the opinion that such assocla-
tion resirains frade or lessens competition to such an extent that the
price of any agricultural product is, or is about to become, unduly
enhanced thereby, he shall issue and cause-to be served upon the asso-
clation an order reciting the facts found hfv him, directing such asso-
ciation to cease and desist therefrom. If such association falls or
neglects for 30 days to obey sveh order, the Secretary of Agriculture
shall file in the district court in which such association has its prin-
cipal place of business a certified copy of the order and of all the
records in ‘the proceeding, together with a Ketit!on asking that the
order be enforced, sand shall rive notice to the Attorney General and
to said nssociation of such filing. Such district court shall thereupon
have jurisdiction to affirm, set aside, or modify said order, and may
make rules as to pleadings and proceedings to be had in considering
such order, 1

The facts found by the Secretary of Agriculture and recited as set
forth in said order shall be prima facie evidence of such facts, but
either pnrt{ may adduce additional evidence. The Department of
Justice shall have charge of the enforcement of such order. After
the order is so flled in such dlstrict court, and while pending for re-
view, the district conrt may issue a temporary writ of injunction for-
bidding such association from violating su*h order or any part thereof,
The court may upon conclusion of its hearing enforce such order by a
permanent lnfunctlon or other appropriate remedy. Service of such
complaint and of all notices may be made upon such association by
service upon any officer or agent thereof engaged In earrying on Its
business, and such service shall be binding upon such assoeciation, the
ofticers, and members thereof : Provided, That nothing eontained in this
section shall apply to the organizations or individual members thereof
described in section 6 of the act entitled “An act to supplement existing
laws against unlawful restraints and monopolies, and for other pur-

- poses,” approved October 15, 1914, known as the élsyton Act.

If enacted into law, it would relieve farm organizations from
certain embarrassments that may arise at any time under exist-
ing laws. While removing such embarrassments it safeguards
in the proper manner the rights of the public. While no spe-
cial prosecutions may have arisen under the existing laws, the
probability of legal prosecution prevents farmers from coopera-
tion with one another in the handling and marketing of farm
products.

The provisions of the bill are clearly disclosed in the report of
the committee, which shows that the dangers mentioned by
some in this debate are wholly imaginary. This debate, how-
ever, has disclosed the strongest possible argument for the
passage of the bill. The arguments advanced in opposition to
the bill convince me more strongly than ever that this legisla-
tion is necessary in the interests of the farmers.

The statements of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Warsa] and the unwarranted precipitation of an enforced ad-
journment of the House last Friday evening revealed the exist-
ence and nature of the opposition to this bill. It is a chal-
lenge from the manufacturing centers against he agricultural
sections of the country. It asserts an assumed right on the
part of the industrial centers fo dictate to the agricultural inter-
ests of the country with respect to the methods which they
should employ in the management of their own business affairs.
That opposition assumes the inherent right of the industrial
and manufacturing centers of the country to organize a..ong
themselves for the benefit of their own affairs and at the same
time deny that privilege to the producers of food throughout the
country.

Asug Representative of an agricultural district and State I
gladly accept the challenge of the gentleman from Massachu-

setts and will promptly join with all the Representatives of the
agricultural sections of this Nation to resist in every reasonable
way the principles embodied in the speech of the gentleman
from Massachusetts. He seems to assume that the cooperation
made possible and safe under the terms of this bill are calcu-
lated to increase the cost of food supplies. I deny his assump-
tion in this matter. Intelligent cooperation among the farmers
of the country under the terms of this bill will increase the
production of food products to such an extent as to secure rea-
sonable prices in the markets. If the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts means that the farmers must sell the products of their
labor to the people of the industrial centers at the lowest pos-
sible prices, even at a loss to the producers, while the manufac-
turing centers are allowed to sell their products to the farmers
at the highest possible prices, I deny his right to enforce a
policy of that kind even through an unwarranted adjournment
of this House at any time.

The action of last Friday evening has clearly revealed to
many men in this House the latent purpose to force an * irre-
pressible conflict” between the industrial centers on the one
hand and the agricultural centers on the other. How can Rep-
resentatives discharge the full measure of their official duties
to their constituents and to their country unless they stand
together as one man and demand for the agricultural interests
of the country equal opportunities and benefits in the open mar-
kets of the Nation? This “irrepressible conflict” is revealed
by the facts that the industrial centers on the one hand are
directly interested in securing the highest possible prices for
their labor and paying the lowest possible prices for food prod-
ucts, while on the other hand the agricultural sections are in-
terested in securing the highest possible prices for the products
of their labor and paying the lowest possible prices for manu-
factured articles that they are compelled to use.

Then, how are we as a Nation to find a common ground on
which we can all stand and share equally in the distribution
of privileges and benefits? This desired and necessary result
can not be secured by denying to the farmers of the country the
privileges embodied in this bill. The attempted denial of those
benefits was clearly foreshadowed in the unwarranted adjourn-
ment of this House last Friday evening.

Mr. Speaker, all the benefits proposed by this bill for the
farmers of the country have been granted heretofore to the
finaneial, manufacturing, and labor centers of the Nation.
Then why deny these privileges to the farmers of the Nation?
That denial is unwarranted and unjust. The enforcement of
that denial will hasten the * irrepressible conflict ” and compel
the Representatives from the agricutural districts and States
to oppose to the full limit like demands from the manufac-
turing and industrial centers.

In order that we may ward off the evil day of that * irre-
pressible conflict,” I appeal to the gentleman from Massachu.
setts to withdraw his speech for repairs and join with us in
the passage of this bill, and thus give legislative proof that we
are ready to deal fairly and justly with the farmers of the
Nation.

The agricultural communities have the same right to organize
and manage their business affairs as the industrial and manu-
facturing communities have to organize and manage theirs.
[Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska
has expired.

Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the river
and harbor bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks on the river and harbor
bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from California [Mr. HERSMAN].

Mr, HERSMAN. Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee
on this bill is very clear, persuasive, and conclusive. I wonld
like to have time to show where the agricultural farmers' or-
ganizations that have been organized in this country have been
of great benefit to the city people, to the consumers of this
Nation. I would like to have time to show how they have stand-
ardized their products, greatly to the benefit of the consumer,
and how, by judicious advertising, they have drawn attention
to their fruits and other farm products. I would like to have
time to show what the farmers have been able to get under
the cooperative associations and to submit in detail figures that
show they have not raised the prices to the consumer.

I picked up in my office before I left a copy of the report of
the California Almond Growers’ Exchange. That triangle that
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you see here [indicating] represents what the farmer got before
he was organized. It is one-quarter of the price that the con-
sumer paid. The farmer got 25 cents out of the consumer's
dollar., The first year after the organization he got what is
represented by the second black figure, almost half of the con-
sumer's dollar. To-day he is getting close to three-quarters of
the consumer's dollar. They have cut down the tax in fransit,
and the consumer was not paying any more for almonds last
year than he was nine years ago.

Mr. KING. The gentleman means the ultimate consumer?

Mr, HERSMAN. Yes. Now, I would like to discuss what the
prune and apricot growers and the raisin growers have done
for themselves. Their organizations have raised the price to
the farmers and taken away the profits of the middleman, and
not until last year was the price increased to the consumer.
Under the stimulating influence of increased price, planting has
greatly increased. The acreage in some fruits has increased
200 per cent. What does that mean? It means that the product
will be greatly increased and ultimately the farmers can afford
to sell them for less when the markef is stabilized and a price
can be reasonably assured by his association. My time is too
short to consider these points at length, but I mention them in
order to show to the opponents of this bill that cooperative farm
associations tend to increase production.

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

“Mr. HERSMAN. I can not; I have but little time.

The greatness of any nation depends upon maintaining a con-
tented and prosperous rural population. Its very life can be
measured by the condition of those who till the seil. It is
therefore of the greatest importance that any legislation touch-
ing the life of the farmer should be most carefully considered,
and his interests must necessarily be jealously guarded. To-day
the farmer finds his snceess in business must be governed by the
same methods used by others. The economie conditions that
have changed the individual to the partnership and finally to
the corporate method of doing business can not be disregarded
by the farmer any more than they can be disregarded by others
engaged in other lines of business. Operating individually, he
is helpless and falls an easy victim to the organized operators
who deal in his output. The products of the farms of this
Nation have been in the hands of the speculator and gambler
from the very foundation of the Republic. It has been a most
difficult and a very slow and expensive experience for the farmer
to realize that in order to succeed he must cooperate with other
farmers to achieve success in his business ventures. The very
nature of his business and his mode of life has inclined him to
act alone and independently, and it is only through dire neces-
sity that he has finally realized that in order to follow his chosen
occupation to provide for his family and to safeguard old age
that he must adopt modern methods and cooperate with others

in the marketing and distribution of his products.

" The Congress of the United States when it passed the Clay-
ton Act, realizing this important principle and the changing
business methods, specifically legalized the kind of cooperative
farm associations that were then in operation in the following
language :

The labor of the human is not a commodity or article of com-
merce. Nothing contained in the antitrust laws shall be construed to
forbid the existence and operation of labor, agricultural, or horticul-
tural organizations imstituted for the pxuxo&e of mutoal help and not
having capital stock or conducted for profit.

The language is not clear, and the farm organizations of
to-day have been subjected to much annoyance and uncertainty
because of this fact. The farmer of to-day finds that his asso-
ciations must have capital stock in order to handle his busi-
ness most effectively, and this bill is intended to legalize
farmers' cooperative associations having eapital stock, He is
not asking for specific exemption; he is not asking to be con-
sidered a privileged class; he knows that in order to compete
with others in business he should have capital stock, and
he is simply asking this Congress to legalize his organizations
that are proving such a benefit to himself and to the Nation.
Let me make this point very clear, because it has bothered a
number of my colleagues with. whom I have talked in regard to
this particular legislation. The farmer does not ask and does
not want class legislation. Under the law an unlimited num-
ber of people can form a corporation and through their officers
and managers can set the price on their output. This kind of
corporation is considered as an individual under the law. A
group of farmers can not organize with capital stock and safe-
guard their interests, because the law considers each one as an
individual entity. The farmer has been legislated against
rather than having had extended to him special privilege. The
provision of the Clayton Act which permitted cooperative mar-
keting among farmers can not under present business methods

be fully taken advantage of, and this bill is framed in order
to meet the situation that the farmers of this Nation are con-
fronted with through the evolution of modern business meth-
ods. This Congress found itself in a most embarrassing posi-
tion when it passed the deficiency appropriation hill. Under its
provisions you appropriated $200,000 for the enforcement of
the antitrust laws, but you provided that “no part of this
appropriation shall be expended for the prosecution of pro-
ducers of farm products and associations of farmers who co-
operate and organize in an effort to and for the purpose of
maintaining a fair and reasonable price for their product.”
It seems to me that such legislation little befits the wisdom of
able statesmen. You tell the Attorney General that he must
prosecute violators of the law and appropriate $200,000 for him
to do it with, and at the same time you say there is one violator
of the law that you can not use this money to prosecute, and
that is the farmer. -

It seems to me that this is legislation of the worst kind. If
the farmer is in violation of the law, you ought to prosecute
him and you ought to let him know that you are going to prose-
cute him. If his associations are necessary to his prosperity
and in the interest of the publie, then our laws should state that
such associations are not in violation of the antitrust laws or
the Clayton Act. From the position taken by this Congress
the farmers of this Nation have a right to demand the enact-
ment of a law that will clearly set forth their position. If the
farmers are to receive continued protection, they should know
it. If, on the other hand, they are to be adjudged criminals,
the knowledge should not be withheld. After their long strug-
gle they are entitled to know how the lawmakers are going fo
deal with them.

It seems to me that the right of farmers to act together in the
disposition of their products is one of the simplest and most
fundamental of their rights as producers. They are not asking
for any special privileges and have not received any unwar-
ranted consideration in the past. If anyone considers the pro-
visions of the Clayton Act, as far as it relates to farmers'
special legislation, it has already been done and is not the ques-
tion that is now being considered in this bill. The farmers of
this Nation are honestly trying to solve the problem of market-
ing their products and do not hesitate to accept the provisions
of section 2. While supervision of this character has never
been placed upon these organizations and the activities and
records of farm organizations in the past would not of itself
necessitate such supervision, I am persuaded from the view-
point of the honest farmer cooperator that such supervision
should not be resented. It would certainly cause the consumer
to have confidence and trust in his organization, and might in
the future prevent some group from bringing into disrepute
cooperative methods.

The Secretary of Agriculture is at all times familiar with
market conditions. His agents are scattered in every section of
our country. His department is charged with the responsibility
of keeping the Marketing Bureau efficient, and information is
always available to him without additional expense. He is in-
terested in encouraging increased production and has an equal
interest in seeing that the consumer is able to purchase his foad
at a reasonable rate. [Applause.] '

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LAYTON, And if there are to be any special privileges
in the United States, should not the farmer have the first
chance at it?

Mr. HERSMAN. He should have the first show. It is in the
interest of the city man——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from California
has expired.

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. Hersmax to
extend his remarks in the REcorp.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Garp].

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed in the allotted time out of the regular order.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimols
consent to proceed out of order. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, 60 years ago men of high and
generous opinion entertained radically different views about the
most vital essentials of our governmental life. They differed
in thought, they differed in discussion, they differed in at-
tempted compromise, they differed even to the death. In the
evitable conflict which was brought upon this country, now
nearly 60 years ago, after four and a half years of as brave
fighting on the part of the North and on the part of the South
as the world has ever seen, the god of battles determined the
issues of war in favor of liberty, union, and nationality, and
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there is no man I take it, North or South, who now does not ap-
preciate the great wisdom of this stern verdict of the Civil
War. [Applause.]

American men have marched to vietory behind the Stars and
Stripes in six great wars, and the present triumph of America
is that the grandsons of Lee and the grandsons of Grant have
fought side by side to protect the civilization of the world in
the hour of its greatest peril. [Applause.] The forces of the
flag have never met defeat. The United States of America is
celebrating Memorial Day to-day—a beautiful day, a day
brought to us out of the rigors and the terrors of the Civil War,
but happily its purpose is now extended, and from coast to
coast in the United States is recognized the valor of American
arms. We pay tribute to the departed of their number with
the sweet message of flowers. Self-denial, self-sacrifice, acts of
heroism, are all recorded upon this one of the greatest of
America’s days, and now overseas, we see not alone a sym-
paithetic regard but a recognition of the work of the men of
the United States in the preservation of the great fight for
human liberties in the world’s greatest war. At this time,
therefore, it seems to me, in this, the greatest legislative assem-
bly in all the world, that it is meet and fitting to pay tribute
to this great American day. Let us say with Webster, that we,
the living, in paying honor and tribute to the heroic dead,
stand besides for our country, our whole country, and nothing
but our country, and in order that America, the unconquered,

may remain for all time, America the unconquerable. [Ap-
plause.]
Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-

man from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS]. 3

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand this bill,
it is an effort to give to the agricultural classes of our citizen-
ship special privileges not enjoyed by the rest of flesh, I am
opposed to it for that reason; and, contrary to the notion of the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Axprews], I do not come from
a manufacturing and industrial section of the country, where
le thinks all the opposition to the bill must originate. The
distriet I represent is wholly agricultural. The fact is that I
am a farmer myself. You gentlemen smile when I say that,
but if I were to say it where my constituents could hear me,
they would laugh. [Laughter.]

1 believe that the old rale is still good—equal rights to all,
special privileges to none. I do not believe that the farmers of
this country want any special privileges. I think all they want
is that the law should deny to the other fellow special
privileges. This bill, according to my friend from California
[Mr. HErsmAN] is not an attempt to give the farmer any
special privilege. I do not read it that way, and that is not
what the report says. I call the attention of the Members to
this remarkable language in the report, Denying that this is
a special privilege, it goes on to say—

Instend of granting a class privilege, it aims to equalize existing
privileges by changing the law applicable to the ordinary business cor-
porations so that farmers ean take advantage of it—

Whatever that language may mean. But there is no quesiton
about what this language means: :

Instead of granting to farmers a special privilege, it alms to take
from the business corporations a special privilege—

And how?—
by conferring a like privilege on farm organizations.

Mr. Speaker, in order to take from business a special
privilege, they propose to confer a like special privilege upon
the farmer. What is to become of the rest of flesh? Mr,
Speaker, this is simply an effort to give to the farmer the
right to do that which we deny to everyone else.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Well, I submit. [Laughter.]

Mr. BLACK. I would not care to ask a question unless the
sentleman has the time to yield.

Mr. HERSMAN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen-
tleman to yield, if he does not object.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Would not the gentlemen permit me,
first, to get out what is in my head? Nobody objects to the
farmers having these cooperative societies. Nobody objects to
their organizing, just as they have organized in California,
under the law. The gentleman from California [Mr. HErSAMAN]
tells us that the almond farmers have already organized under
the law, and that instead of getting one-fourth of the selling
price they get three-fourths. That is, under the present law;
and he said that if he had more time he could tell us the same
*story In respect to the ralsin growers. We propose now to
itake the farmers out of the general body of sinners and create

in special class for them, and tell them to go to it and that they
will not be punished.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi

has expired.
Mr. HUMPHREYS. I am sure the country will be greatly
disappointed. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr., VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TowNER].

Mr, TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, it has been said in this debate
that the only remedy for a violation of the privilege granted
is through the intervention of the Secretary of Agriculture. I
think that statement is not warranted and is made under a
misapprehension of the terms and effect of the bill. The bill
provides in the first section that it applies to those—
who are to engage In collectively proccssing, preparing for market,
handling, and marketing in interstate and foreign commerce such prod-
ucts of their members,

Permission is given that they may organize for that purpose,
but it is also provided that they must comply with certain pro-
visions in order to enjoy that privilege. Among these is a pro-
vision that they shall not pay dividends on their stock or mein-
bership capital of more than 8 per cent. If that or other pro-
visions of the bill were violated by any such association, the
bill would be no protection and they would be subject to prose-
cution under the antitrust act.

Mr. STEENERSON. Will the act apply to any except those
who have capital stock?

Mr. TOWNER. Noj; I do not think the provision relating to
the limitation on dividends would apply to any except associi-
tions issuing stock to its members, but I am not sure about it.

The provision of section 2 is only an additional security
against persons organizing ostensibly as producers but in real-
ity organizing for handling and marketing solely for profit. It
provides that in any case where information comes to the Sec-
retary of Agriculture he may institute an inquiry, have a hear-
ing, and, if necessary, issue an order against the illegal praec-
tice. From this order the right to appeal to the courts is
given,

I think I am justified in saying that never was an improper
use of a privilege more carefully guarded against than in the
provisions of this bill. It would even appear as if unnecessary
provisions were incorporated merely to make assurance doubly
sure; that the only object and purpose of the bill is to provide
that when cooperative effort is necessary to facilitate and in-
crease production it might be authorized and protected, Again,
it should be emphasized this privilege is not to dealers or
handlers or speculators for profit; it is limited to the producers
themselves. It is to say that those who produce the neces-
garies of life may cooperate with each other to furnish more
and better food and clothing for the use of mankind. It may
be added that in doing so they voluntarily limit themselves
against undue profits or any imposition.

The Dbill is limited in its protective features to those who
organize under it who are themselves producers. There is no
protection given to organizations which merely deal in or
handle such products. There is no protection whatever for a
mere trading eorporation. The purpose is limited to collective
“ processing, handling, and marketing” the products of those
who are members. Who can say that such organization and
purpose is not in every way justifiable? Who can say that it
will not be an aid to production? Can there be any question
but that such organization will aid not only those who are the
producing members but also the ultimate consumers?

In order to provide against excessive profits the associations
are limited to 8 per cent dividends. Are the corporations which
manufacture steel thus limited? Are the manufacturers of
woolen and cotton goods thus limited? Everyone knows that
there are literally thousands of corporations doing almost every
kind of business which have been and are making many times
such profits, and there is practically no limit to their profits
except the income and excess-profits tax. In this case the
farmers voluntarily place this moderate and reasonable limit,
so as to prevent any possible appearance even of profiteering:
and yet gentlemen on this floor are opposed to any recognition
of the farmers to cooperate in any manner or with any limita-
tion. In my judgment this is both unreasonable and unjust.

It is remarkable that there should be_manifested a spirit of
antagonism against the farmers by those who represent the
cities in this House and elsewhere. The prices of farm products
which the consumers in the cities pay are at least twice what
the farmer who produces such products receives. This more
than 100 per cent increase between the farmer and the con-
sumer represents the unconscionable profits which their own
dealers receive and impose upon their fellow citizens. But in-
stead of trying to limit the excessive profits of their own deal-
ers to the detriment of the great body of their own consumers,
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these gentlemen blame all this high cost of living on the farm-
ers, and when the farmers make any effort to reduce the immod-
erate profits of these middlemen, or desire by cooperation to
increase production to the immediate benefit of the city con-
sumer, the city representatives oppose their efforts.

It would be much wiser if those who represent city constit-
uencies would realize that not only their prosperity but their
lives are dependent on the products of the farm. Everything
they eat and wear comes from the farm. Every comfort they
enjoy comes from the farm. It will not be by opposition to the
interests of the farmers that they can further their own infer-
ests, It will not be by discouragement, discredit, and abuse of
the farmers that they will insure their own prosperity. It
should be seen by all that our prosperity and the comfort and
happiness of our people must depend upon the cooperation and
friendly relationship of all, and that no class or portion of our
citizenship can afford to build his own prosperity on the mis-
fortune or discomfiture of others. ‘‘One country, one and indi-
visible,” is not only a good political maxim, but it is a wise,
economie, and business principle as well.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Doxovax]. [Applause.]

Mr. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I think the
real situation relative to this bill and why, in my opinion, it
should not pass is expressed in the words or inquiry of the gen-
tleman from Delaware [Mr. Laytox] propounded to the gentle-
man from California [Mr. HersmAN], in which he assented,
who said if there is a class in this country that should have
special privileges, that class is the farmer.

Gentlemen, there was a time not so long ago, as I recall it,
when the Standard Oil Co. alone had the honor of being the
premier privileged class. Then the distinction fell to the Steel
Trust, then to the packers, but to-day we learn on the floor of
this House from the supporters of this bill, without blush or
apology, that either by divine right or by desire the farmer
alone has first claim to the honor and emoluments of the privi-
leged class. In other words, the farmer has become the Ameri-
can aristocrat as well as autocrat.

Now, of course, such a claim is foolishness, is undemocratie,
is utterly un-American. And yet the gentleman from Delaware
has made that declaration.

This bill is drawn for the protection of the farmer, the
ranchman, and men of their class. And while I know all
here and elsewhere will bear testimony to the great place they
oceupy in the hearts of the American people, and if it were not
for them.it would be impossible for the great cities and manu-
facturing centers, as well as the smallest hamlet and town-
ship to exist, it is nevertheless true that the farmer owes a
reciprocal obligation, respect, and consideration to his fellow
countryman, for he can not advance and prosper without his
ald.

This bill has some very pernicious and un-American features,
the chief of which from a legal standpoint, in my opinion, is the
one proposng to exempt from the present existing law relating
to unfair competition and placing these proposed farmer or-
ganizations beyond its jurisdiction.

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HumparEYS] has cited
to-you and read certain sections from the report of the com-
mittee in support of the bill. He read you where the sup-
porters of the bill claimed that the corporations with whom the
farmers are commercially related as agents or distributors have
now under the law an unfair advantage of the farmer.

It is not the purpose of the farmers’ organizations to come
here or to their individual States and ask for remedial legis-
lation. Oh, no! It is not so much that they complain what the
commission merchant and distributor does in violation of the
law, but they are asking you, and say very frankly in the
report, that they want to be made a partoer with them, in so far
as they may have equal privileges to- mulct the public.

The report itself sets up a defense denying that a special
privileged class will be created by the enaction into law of this
bill, even before the bill was brought out and before an indict-
ment was ade against it. The bill proposes to take from the
courts the right of initial proceeding, and vest a quasi judicial
power in the Secretary of Agriculture, who alone is the one
person to determine whether or not a violation in restraint of
trade or unfair dealing is had, and the steps which ultimately
may reach a court proceeding consume 60 days at least, and
may, as the law is now drawn, consume even a greater length
of time. During all these preliminary steps which the Secre-
tary of Agriculture alone may employ, the right to enjoin the
offending organization of farmers is denied, and even the em-
bargoing of the product of the complained of concern is denied.

Gentlemen, I have no grudge or ill feeling against the farmer;
as a matter of fact I have had great respect for him. I have

-

Jever quite agreed with those of his friends and supporters
who delight in picturing him as the unfortunate member of our
body politic, either in education or finance. It is my observa-
tion that he is a smart, sometimes sharp, clever individual, and
in most cases well heeled financially; and when you come to
deal with him, whether it is for his horse, a load of hay, or
for his hundred-acre farm, you will find him on the job and
well able to ecare for himself. I think the fact that he has
succeeded in having this bill reported is a convincing argu-
ment for my contention for his shrewdness and business ability.
I do not believe in special legislation, whether it is for the
mechanie, the banker, the professional man, or the corporation;
besides being unlawful, it is not in accordance with American
ideals and is unwholesome to the growth of American business
and industry and a deterrent and destroyer of peace and amity
to our people as a whole,

I am opposed to the extension of Federal control where there
is no especial need or where, as in this situation, the several
States have provided by law for the situation complained of.

The fact is we have sufficient law on the statute books to
cover nearly all matters for which we are asked to legislate.
The gentleman whose name this bill bears has already spon-
sored and managed the passage of a bill through this House
which to-day has arrayed one class of our citizens against the
other, and this Dbill, if it becomes a law, in my opinion, will
ultimately have a similar effect.

Gentlemen, I believe the purpose of taking the farmer from
without the jurisdiction of the antitrust and kindred laws is
to avold the scrutiny and evasion of the standards of cleanliness
and the reduction of excessive profits, which the thriving com-
munities and large cities in this country find it necessary to
invoke under the law, which at present controls the situation.

In the State of New York it is almost unbelievable to think,
and yet it is a solemn fact, that when the milk producers in that
great State were not attaining the proper sanitary standards
in their produet, and coupled with this wretched condition,
charging an unfair price for their product, with sick mothers
and suffering, weak children dying because of the poor quality
of the milk and their inability to pay the outrageous price for
it, sooner than accede to the demands made by the officials
charged with the responsibility of enforcement of the law to
correct the evil, these farmers threw into the highways and
byways, as well as into the brooks, their milk, rather than sell
it at a fair and reasonable pncc to these people so greatly in
need of it.

I am opposed to this legislation for the above reasons, ﬂn(l
therefore shall vote against the bill. [Applause.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAXN].

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, really the great problem
of people to-day is probably, first, production, and, second,
doing away with the present waste between the producm and
the consumer. Everyone who has studied economics must be
startled with the knowledge of the immense waste and ecost
to-day between the producer, either of foods or manufactured
products, and the consumer. I do not know how successfully
this bill may operate when it becomes a law, but it is an effort
to make the producers of food products in the country, through
combination and associations, which are necessary in some
form, to eliminate a portion or a large part of the present ad-
mitted waste in the transportation between the producer and
the consumer,

I represent the middleman. But I believe the present system
is largely wasteful. While I do not know how far the farmer
through association may be able to eliminate this waste, nor
do I know whether he or the consumer will make the most out
of the elimination of the waste, I do know that the experience
of mankind is that wherever you eliminate waste between the
producer and the consumer it is to the advantage of both and
to the disadvantage of no one. [Applause.] Therefore I sup-
port the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
expired. -

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield time to the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. LARSEN].

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 1
am unable to understand or to appreciate the viewpoint of gen-
tlemen who oppose the passage of this bill

It is not the kind of measure in many of its (Ietui!‘; that I
prefer. I do not think it is as good as the Hersman or the Cap-

The time of the gentleman has
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per bills. I am, nevertheless, for it because I think it is the

best that can be obtained at this time. I am for it because the
farmer wants it. I am for it because the best interest of the
counfry demands it.

It will cost the Government nothing, it will benefit the public,

and can hurt no one except the man who desires to control agri-
cultural products for the purpose of speculation or profiteering.
Its provisions simply enable those engaged in production of agri-

cultural products, fruits, and so forth, to act together in associa- |
tions, corporate or otherwise, with or without capital stock, in |

collectively processing, preparing for market, handling, and
marketing, in interstate and foreign commerce, the agriceltural
products they produce. They do not handle the products of
others or any commodity which they do not produce.

Some gentlemen profess to fear that such an innocent cor-
poration, born of such humble parentage, may grow into a
monster monopoly, restraining trade and lessening competition
to such an extent that the public interest may suffer. It is as
unreasonable as it would be to expect school-teachers to com-
bine, withdraw their cash from deposit and circulation, and
thereby precipitate a national panic. You gentlemen should
know better ; I fear you simply wish to protect speculation and
to encoutage nonproducers to act as public distributing agents
when some of them would serve the public fo better advantage
were their energies diverted into other lines of activity.

.Some of you who oppose the bill come from sections where
monster corporations have grown powerful at the public ex-
pense. It might be that your time would be more profitably
spent in trying to affect the passage of some law that would
force them to pay into the Treasury of the country a portion of
the enormous war profit which they have made during the past
few years.

Gentlemen, there is no cause for alarm. Your rights are well
safeguarded by the provisions of the bill. Should any associa-.
tion restrain trade or lessen competition to such an extent that
the price of any agricultural product is unduly enhanced by
reason thereof full authority for relief is provided.

The powers asked for in this bill are not unusual. Other
governments have granted such rights without detriment to
the public welfare. Some countries have enjoyed such rights
and privileges for a quarter of a century. They still enjoy them
and I have never heard of an instance where the rights of the
public have been jeopardized by reason thereof. No one has
ever heard of farmers forming such a monopoly as endangered
the public good. If they so desired, their conditiqns are neces-
sarily such that they can not do it.

Under present conditions the farmer who produces our food
products sells it for about one-fourth of what it cost the ulti-
mate consumer. The remaining three-fourths goes to the trans-
portation companies and to the wholesale and retail merchant.

This bill provides a method whereby the producer and the
ultimate consumer may be brought closer together and whereby
waste may be eliminated. You can not eliminate waste with-
out benefiting the public.

Our census reports show an enormous increase in the popu-
lation of our cities. In some sections our rural population is
also inereasing, but nowhere in proportion to that of the cities.
These conditions so alarm every thoughtful and reflective person
that from every quarter there comes the demand for increased
food production and the cry “ Back to the farm.” But, alas,
no one returns! Why? You say because the city affords better
social and educational advantages, This is true only in part.
It is mainly because the mercantile and manufacturing interests
of the country are in better financial condition than the farmer
and can, therefore, afford to pay more attractive wages for
labor.

I am not in favor of granting special privileges to any class;
the faimer wants none. All he desirés is an equal opportunity
with others. He is entitled to this, and we should not with-
hold it from him. This bill will better his opportunity. Figu-
ratively speaking, it will shorten the distance between the
producer and the ultimate consumer, It will increase the net
profits of the producer, and if will not cost the ultimate con-
sumer a cent more., In proportion as we accomplish this it
will increase production and solve the food problem for our
toa tTapidly increasing city population. He who lives in the
city should understand that one of its problems is the problem
of the farmer. He is indeed blind who resides in the crowded
city and has not sufficient vision to see and to understand that
prosperonis farms make more prosperous nations.

Mr, Speaker, it should certainly be refreshing to the Ameri-
can public to know that if any organizations are created under
the provisions of this bill, there will be no water in the stock
eifept ]tl.mt which falls from the honest brow of labor. [Ap-
plause.

- Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER].

Mr. TINCHER. Mr, Speaker, I was pleased to hear the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaxN], who admit-
tedly represents a district of middlemen, explain to this House
that collective bargaining on the part of the producer would
have a tendency to benefit the producer and consumer of food-
stuffs. I was fempted to compare his statesmanship with that
of other Members who have appealed to Members to vote
against this bill on the ground that the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. VorsTeap], the author of the bill, was also the
author of national prohibition. Think of the appeal to men to
vote against this measure because the author of it is the an-
thor of a bill that some of your congested centers do not like.
That appeal has been ‘made twice. There is not any question
in the world but that the consumer of foodstuffs to-day is
suffering more from the fact that the producer has no equitable
or fair system of marketing than from any other one cause,
and that the producer is being hindered and stifled in the
United States from that same cause no man can deny.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. WATKINS].

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, of course it is perfectly evi-
dent that in the short time allowed for the discussion of this bill
its principles can hardly be enunciated, much less discussed in
such way as to materially impress the membership of the House
with its unfairness to the great agricultural interests of the
country, especially the cotton-producing section, which I in part
have the honor to represent.

The fourth congressional district of Louisiana is an agrieul-
tural section, and as a Representative from that district I have
invariably endeavored to determine what was to the best interest
of the people whomr I represent and have so shaped my course,
as their Representative, as to protect to the best of my ability
those interests. ’

In doing this I have heretofore had occasion to call to the
attention of the House of Representatives the efforts made on
the part of those representing other sections of the country to
measures seeking to discriminate against the interests of the
southern section.

Arriving from home last September a year, I immediately took
up the guestion of fixing a price upon cotton, as there were two
bills pending, one providing for fixing the price of cotton at
15 cents per pound and another bill providing for fixing the
price at 20 cents per pound.

At that time I endeavored to make it clear that it was not
to the interest of the people at large and was an injustice to the
cotton-growing section to have either one of these prices fixed.
or, in fact, for any price to be fixed upon this staple product of
the South.

Up to this time this has not been done. BSection 2 of this bill
now under consideration, H. R, 13931, provides:

That if the Secretary of Agriculture shall have reason to believe that
any such assoclation restrains trade or lessens com tion to such an
extent that the price of any agricultural product is unduly enhanced
by reason thereof, he shall serve upon such association a complaint
stating his charge in that respect, to which complaint shall be attached
or contained therein n notice of hearing, specifying a day and place,
not less than 80 days after the service thereof, requiring the as ation
to show cause why an order should not be made directing it to cease
:?ti}cﬂ’esist from so restraining trade or lessening competition in such

This simply means that when an association of farmers or-
gzanized for the purpose of marketing their agricultural prod-
ucts, upon seeking to obtain a higher price than some indi-
viduals think they should bring, they will be cited to appear
before the Secretary of Agriculture here in the city of Wash-
ington to show cause why the price is not excessive.

Section 6 of the Clayton antitrust law, approved October 15,
1914, provides:

That the labor of a human being is not a commodity or article of
commerce. Nothing contained in the antitrust laws shall be construed
to forbid the existence and operation of labor, agricultural, or horti-
cultural organizations instituted for the purpose of mutual help and
not having capital stock or conducted for profit, or to forbid or restrain
individual members of such organizations from lawfully carrying out
the legitimate objects thereof; mor shall such organizations or the
members thereof be held or construed to be illegal combinations or
conspiracies in restraint of trade under the antitrust laws.

This section was placed in the antitrust law after extensive
hearings, due consideration, and earnest efforts on the part of
those representing agricultural interests to have this provision
enacted info law. Since that time farmers’ unions have felt
free to form associations for the purpose of marketing agricul-
tural products without restraint, and it is deemed just and
proper that a person who produces an article will be left in a

position where he can place the articie upon the market at such.
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reasonable price as the publlc generally may be willing to pay
for it.

Of course, under the unt!proﬁteering laws no one is allowed
to sell a commodity at such an exorbitant price as to constitate
an imposition upon the people.

If, as indicated, this bill shall be so amended as to recognize
the right of the farmers to organize into associations not having
capital stock or conducted for profit under the Clayton anti-
trust law it will be greatly improved but will still have incor-
porated in it section 2, which provides that the Secretary of
Agriculture may require agricultural associations to show cause
why they should not desist from restraining trade or lessening
competition on agricultural commodities, and if upon such in-
vestigation it shall be determined that they are doing so the
case shall be submitted to the United States court for trial and
determination.

While this bill provides for the incorporation of agricultural
societies, and it is contended that it will operate to the benefit
of agriculture, still in the second paragraph of section 1 it is
provided that the dividends on stock or membership capital shall
not exceed 8 per cent per annum.

Why this limitation to 8 per cent? Other business organiza-
tions are incorporated with full license to realize whatever per
cent they deem proper in paying dividends. It is not just for
this restriction to be placed upon farmers' organizations unless
similar restrictions are placed upon other organizations.

For these reasons, if for no others, I can not support the
measure.

As before intimated, it is my opinion that this investigation
providing for the Secretary of Agriculture to make investiga-
tion is aimed principally at the great staple product of the
South, cotton.

It is not meant by this to intimate that there is any prejudice
against the interests of the South on the part of the Secretary
of Agriculture. I believe that he is absolutely fair and impar-
tial and will see that justice is meted out in all cases presented
to him. This ig clearly shown in a ruling which was made when
the question came up as to quarantining the States of Louisiana
and Texas on account of the appearance of the pink boll worm
in some sections of these two States. Just as soon as it was
known that this question would be passed upon by the Secre-
tary of Agriculture I at once telegraphed, giving a warning to
the people in the fourth congressional district of Louisiana that
this quarantine would be established unless proper showing was
made as to why it should not be. A strong delegation from my
district came to Washington and, in cooperation with others
from the State of Louisiana and the State of Texas, had a hear-
ing before the horticultural board, at which it was shown that
it was not necessary to quarantine these two States as a whole,
and the Secretary of Agriculture formulated a plan by which
the cotton interests could be protected and these two States be
eliminated from the effect of a quarantine against the exporta-
tion of cotton, cotton seed, and its products, thus saving finan-
cial loss to these States and at the same time benefiting the
cotton industry throughout the entire South.

It seems unfortunate that the spirit of sectionalism prevails
in certain sections of the country and that a spirit of animosity
against the South lingers in the minds of a few prejudiced per-
sons who do not realize that the Civil War has long since ended
and the animosities growing out of it are buried in the past.
This animosity against our section of the country has cropped
out in several instances during this Republican Congress, as is
evidenced by the declaration of Mr. MappEN, from the State
of Illinois, on the floor of the House a few days ago, in which
he characterized Gen. Robert E. Lee and his compatriots as
traitors.

Under the rules of the House the Members have liberties
which are not accorded to them in other places.

While this statement met with the reply denouncing it as
false, and the word *lie” was vociferously uttered by many
Members, it was not permitted under the rules of the House for
the assertion to be repelled by physical blows.

The Member of the House from Illinois who made use of this
uncalled-for statement in reference to Gen. Lee, the hero whom
we adore, is said not to be a native American but born as a
subject of England, and being adopted by this country is, no
doubt, impressed in a similar way with reference to George
Washington, the Father of His Country, who took up arms
against England, and after a seven years' struggle succeeded,
together with other patriots, in freeing America. He would,
no doubt, also stigmatize Washington as a traitor if the occa-
sion presenied itself.

This spirit of sectionalism tvas shown when the woman-
suffrage amendment was submitted to Congress. Section 2 of
the amendment provides that the enforcement of the woman-

suffrage amendment shall be left with Congress. This was
clearly done because it was intended by the Republican Party
to provide for the protection of the negroes in the South, as
it has always been recognized as the policy of the Government
for each State to enact and execute its own laws in matters

rtaining to the right to vote, except in those instances where

t has been sought to proteet the negro.

As a further illustration of the statement above made in
reference to the spirit of sectionalism, attention is called to the
hill now pending in Congress, which has been reported from the
Judiciary Committee of the House and is on the ealendar for
final passage, entitled:

A bill to assure to persons within the jurisdiction of every State the
equal protection of the laws and to punish the crime of lynching.

That this bill is intended as an attack on the South is clearly
shown by the report from the committee, which includes a list
containing the names of 74 negroes and 6 white men lynched from
January 1 to December 31, 1919. This list gives all these cases
as having occurred in the South and not a single one of them
is reported from the North, only two being reported from Colo-
rado, one from IKansas, and one from Washington, in the West,
I will submit with my remarks a list of these cases which this
report claims occurred in the United States in 1919, The re-
port on this bill contains a diatribe against the people of the
South, who are charged with lynching negroes for the outrages
which were committed upon the females of the South.

This list is as follows:

Lynchings, 1919.
[7T4 negroes and ¢ white men lynched from Jan. 1 to Dee. 31, 1919.]

Name. | Manner of lynching,

Henry Thomas.. -
Bragg\\':gla?‘lﬁ......
Sampson Smith. ..
John Daniels..............

town Ga..
Pickens, Miss.......
i do

--..| Hanged (burned
mﬁdc_tea:h}.

{woman).....|...do

Clyde Ellison.........
Jim McMillan

John Hatfield

Lucins McCarty........... A
Flinton Briggs. . !

Bowman Cook
John Morine..............\.. 000 . doe oo
L. B, Ri -
L BB AR ARSI Og
Salvador Ortez (Mex.). Pueblo,
Jose Gonzales (Mex.). S 1 . 6:.
S Ioumllle, Ta.. .| Shot.
Hmtgumery. Al.n Do,
...... a0l Do.
..... L I Do.
Omaha, Nebr Burned.
Americus, Ga. . .| Drowned.
‘Washington, Ga. .| Shot.
Llneolnton. Gn Burned.
..do. Do,
T RS R s Shot.
Macon, Ga...... Dao.
Bul:ga Vista, Ga
Skidmore, Ark Do.
Shzevepoﬂ, .| Beaten to death.
.| Bhot.
n Burned.
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Lynchings, 1919—Continued.

Name.

Robert Motley
Britt Smith (white).
Jordan Jameson.. .
Wallace Hayes..........-.
Neville Foxworth.
Sam Mosele;

s

E. D. Whitfield
Earl Whitney... 2=
Charles West.....cceeeveen Dee

Lynching in the United States in the year ending Deo. 31, 1919, by States.

Alabama (1 white)
Arkansas
Colorado (Mexicans)
Florida
Georgla
Louisiana
Misslssli_?pi
Missouri (1 white)
Nebraska _
North Carolina =
South Carolina

Ten

Texas ¥
Washington (1 white)
Kansas (1 white)._
West Virginia e

Total (78 colored, 6 whites)

The manner of lynching was as follows:
Burned (1 white) 14
Shot to death - 31

Cut to piec
Drown 1
Manner unknown 11

=

b
(L) 1. .

[y

BS I b 00 e b2 s b B B OO

gl

Total B4

The alle causes are as follows:
Member of Non-Partisan League BrieA %
1
1

Insulting white woman.___
Altercation with white man
Attempting to pull white woman from horse =

Trouble between white and colored cotton-mill workers - 1
Agsault on white woman 14
I e e L e e e 27
Insulting white woman 3
Bhooting white man T
Attempted assault on white w n 5
Result of race riot__ 1
Talking of Chicago riot 2 1
Not turning out of road for white boy in auto 1
Leader among negroes. 3,
Circulating incendiary literature 1
Misleading mob . i
Boastful remarks re killing of sheriff X
Intimacy with white woman 2
Found under bed in white man’s h 1
Expressing himself too freely re lynching of negro oo 1
Causes unknown 4
Assault on white man___ = 1
Beating and robbing white man 1
Abetting riot 4

Total _. 84

A man whose cowardly heart and brutal instinets will prompt
him to overpower and outrage a delicate, refined, and modest
woman is considered in the South as beyond the pale of the
law.

This statement is not made in advocacy of lynch law, but
it is made because it is a fact that in the southern country the
chivalry of the men is such that they would rather take the law
in their own hands than see a lady who has been outraged by
a brute forced to go into the court room in the presence of
the gaze of spectators who are congregated through a morbid
curiosity and there have to recite in detail and live over
again all of the horrible eccurrences.

There are other ways in which mob violence can be avoided
much better than the one suggested in this bill, which provides
for the transfer of cases from the State courts to the United
States court and for the severe punishment of the officials
in whose custody a man happens to be when he is mobbed and
the municipalities in which not only the mob occurs but through
which those passed who are engaged in the mob. All these
cases are to be taken out of the State courts and transferred
to the United States courts on trials for damages as well as
for criminal punishment,

The better way is for all such cases to be tried rapidly and
under a statute which provides for every safeguard of the
accused, and the punishment to be swift and sure, as it is under
military court-martial. But when the ravisher is allowed to
delay his case in the courts and his punishment is delayed, it is

not surprising that the people become impatient and demand
speedy vengeance, .

About a year ago a negro in the city of Washington—the
Capital of this great ¢ountry of ours—entered the bedrooms of
three different young ladies in three different homes in the
fashionable section of the city on the same night and attacked
each one of them. One of them so vigorously repelled the
attack that he killed her outright. For this offense he has not
yet been punished, and a strong effort is being made at this
time to save his life.

Only this week here in Washington at the Highway Bridge
a negro attacked a man and his fiancée, shot the man, killing
him instantly, and dragged the young lady off into the bushes
near by, and while it is supposed that he will ultimately be
punished for this crime there is a strong sentiment seeking to
defend him.

How ean it be expected with such examples as these, and
many others which could be enumerated, that people will
patiently wait for the tardy action of the courts and the law’s
delays in meting out punishment.

The report on this lynching bill casually refers to an in-
cident which happened in the city of Washington about a year
ago, in which many white men were killed by negroes, and if
any of them have been punished it has not been brought to my
attention. They seek to dignify this occurrence by calling it
a race riot. Enough has been stated with reference to this,
but I do not wish to close my remarks along this line without
calling attention to the faet that in the South there is a pro-
tection for the negro equal to that accorded him in any other
section of the country when he obeys the laws and keeps his
hands off of the pure women of the South. This statement
is not an argument in favor of mob law, but is made for the
purpose of showing why the people in the South in many in-

.| stances are so aroused to a piteh of indignation and wrath that

they do not restrain themselves, and for this reason there
should be enacted a law providing for swift and sure punish-
ment for that class of offenders who are usually held to account
through mob violence.

In commenting on this antilynching bill, which provides for
the transfer of cases from the State courts to the United States
court, it is proper to state that it is an infringement upon the
rights of the States, and it will not be tolerated with any degree
of allowance.

Franeis Ferdinand, the Austrian Crown Prince, was murdered
at Sarajevo, Serbia, by Gavrilo Princip in 1914. Austria claimed
the right to take part in the investigation and punishment for
the offense, Serbia stood baeck on her right as a State to in-
vestigate and punish criminal offenses, and the great World
War ensued as a direct result.

There are times that people, although helpless and dependent,
will rise up in their might and assert their rights at all hazards,
and it is in the defense of these rights of the States that I pro-
test against such sectional measures as the Dyer bill, as well
as many similar measures which are sought to be enacted by
this Republican Congress.

While 40,000,000 white people died either in the late war or
as a result of that war, leaving that many more colored people
in proportion, still the white people of this earth are in the
ascendency through their intelligence, religious characteristics,
and superior refinement; but we must bear in mind that the
numbers of the white race are rapidly decreasing in the pro-
portion which they bear to the colored races of the world,
although the white race has doubled in population in the last
300 years, being now about one-third of the population of the
globe.

The time may‘come when the various colored races may de-
cide to combine against the white race, and with their experi-
ence when Japan overcame the Russians in that clash between
the yellow and the white race, it is to be presumed that they
will be encouraged fo believe that they are invincible in such
a conflict,

The sectional statutes which are sought to be enacted will
naturally array the negro against the white man, and if a final

clash should come between the races it is evident what position-

the negro race will take.

" In the South he is treated with every consideration. The laws
are enforced in his behalf just the same as they are in behalf
of the white man. His school and church.privileges are the
same; his rights of property are respected; but he does not
claim or expect social equality. The white man and the negro
of the South understand each other and, if left alone to work
out their own destiny, will have no trouble in living peacefully
and confentedly, and nothing but sectional animosity and an
effort to array the negro against the white man will ever- eause
the negro to rise up against the white man, and I do plead with
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the people of the North to lay aside any sectional feeling which
they may have and reconcile themselves to the fact that no
more loyal, patriotic people live on earth than those in the
southern section of this great, united country of ours.

Mr, IGOE. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remaining?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has 11} min-
utes remaining.

Mr. IGOE. And how much on the other side?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Seventeen and one-half min-
utes remaining to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Vor-
STEAD].

Mr, IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 6 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, in the first place, I want to say that I think
I have supported in my service here every measure that has
been proposed in the interest of the farmer. The necessity
for this bill comes from the fact that in the Clayton Act the
exemption is for cooperative associations without capital and
not organized for profit but for the mutual benefit of the
members. It was stated to the committee that the purpose in
coming before them was to ask that the restriction against
capital stock be removed, and if that was the question that was
presented to this House to-day, then you would have the real
question that is at issue between the farmers and the Govern-
ment officials who are seeking to enforce the present law.

There has not been before the commiitee a representative
who upon cross-examination was willing to admit that the
farmers wanted anything more than the privilege of having
capital stock in their cooperative associations. I say to this
House if you want to meet that proposition all you have to do
is to amend the section of the Clayton Act and strike out the
- words “ without capital stock ” and yau have met it. But there

are interests in this country who are hiding behind the farm-
ers, and for some reason or other they have in their behalf
the aid of the representatives of the farmers here in Wash-
ington. I believe the people who oppose the bill are more the
friends of the farmer than those who are supporting it.

Now, what is the situation? If you will examine this bill,
you will find in section 1 a provision which says:

And such. producers may organize and operate such asséciations

. and make the necessary contracts- and agreements to effect that pur-
pose, any law to the contrary notwithstanding.

Now, what was the situation in the California cases? It
was that these associations when organized went out in com-
petition with other business and other individuals, and sought
to violate every law upon the statute books. They sought to
put every competitor out of the business by price agreements.
They sought to put them out of business by various unfair
means and methods, and, finding themselves against the law,
they come now and ask for this propesition. But when the
attorney who represented them was before the committee and
this proposition was put up to him plainly and he was asked
whether he wanted that provision in the Hersman law, which
has been incorporated in this, he sald, “No; we do not. We
want the right to have eapital stock, and if we have that we
are willing to abide by their law.”

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? _

Mr, IGOE. No; I regret to say I can not yield.

Here is the proposition: It is not to allow these farmers to
cooperate and have capital stock. It is to allow them, after
they are incorporated, to go out and do anything which any
other corporation or individual ean not do. Now, what is the
effect of it? Take, for instance, the milk situation in the big
cities. These people now have their cooperative associations
without capital stock, but if they get this they can violate the
laws against unfair trade, and they can go to the people who
deliver the milk and say, “ We will sell you our milk, but on
condition that you handle our milk exelusively. If you handle
any other we will not sell to you.” And they can control the
prices the distributor may charge. They can say to the distribu-
tor, “ We will allow you to sell our milk, but you must charge a
certain price and give us a certain price.” And so the big
packers of this country under this law, if they desire to do it,
could organize the ranchmen of the country and say to them,
“ Now, we will distribute your product and make an agreement

., as your agent to charge a certain price,” and under this law
they are absolutely free from every law on the statute books—
the Sherman Act, the Clayton Act, the laws against unfair com-
petition—and can go out in the country and take from the
consumers a8 much as they want.

Let me tell you another thing, you friends of the farmer: If
you get one of these cooperative associations in your country
they can go to the farmers who do not want to come in and say
to them, “ If you do not come in we will break you.” And T will
tell you now that they are doing it in some of the States. They
are doing it in the State of Michlgnn, where the beet farmers
have gotten together——

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield.

Mr. IGOB. No; I can not yield.
mlér. SABATH. I want fo say that what the gentleman said

ue.

Mr, IGOE. I have been informed that unless they sell upon
the terms of the association they have been threatened, and the
gentleman can deny it in his own time:

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FocHT].

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to revise
and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. FOCHT. I understand that in the process of this legis-
lation there will be an opportunity whereby the producer will re-
ceive some measure of protection from what might now be char-
acterized as the biggest grafters in Ameriea, the commission
merchants of New York, Philadelphia, and other cities. Nearly
every Member of Congress has received word from home, from
those who go among the farmers and gather up produce and'
send it to the cities, that they fail to get any return, and we
have been overwhelmed and besieged and importuned to relieve
this condition.

That is one phase of it. Another phase is the protection that
the consuming public will have with respect to the products of
the farm. Notwithstanding the fact that we have cold storage
everywhere, the farmers, or this combination, this union, what-
ever it is, or whatever you ecall it, will not be able to so con-
serve the products as to fix the price to an inordinate amount,
for the reason that nearly everything, in fact, everything that
is produced on the farm is perishable, and the first thing that
a farmer wants is a market. He must sell his product, in order
to get anything, at least some time during the year. There-
fore he must dispose of his products, and the people will have
in that one point and feature of the bill ample protection from
any such thing as profiteering on the one hand, while on the
other there will be no more grafting of the huckster such as has
recently been carried on by the commission men, commission
merchants of Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, Boston,
Cleveland, Buffalo, Chicago, St. Louis, in fact, every city, by
no means excepting Washington. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania has expired.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Georgia [Mr, Upsmaw].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
is recognized for one minute.

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the
declaration during this debate that agriculture is the basic in-
dustry of the world should find a companion truth in the
declaration that the principle of collective bargaining by,
workers and producers is the basis of a square deal for both
labor and capital.

I have the honor of representing the greatest city of the
Southeast. I enter into every business man’s legitimate pur-
poses and rejoice in his legitimate success. But it is as clear
as the light that if merchants and manufacturers and bankers
have the right to assemble their capital in order that they may
buy and sell and get gain, if the workingman in the ecity has
the righteous right to assemble his only ecapital of the horns
on his hands and the sweat on his brow to better his con-
dition—and no man dare deny him that right—then surely
the farmer, who works from daylight to dark to feed and clothe
the world, must have the same right. [Applause.]

LEGISLATING FOR RURAL HAPPINESS.

My chief reason for being in favor of this legislation in be-
half of farmers is because I want to see everything done for
the farmer that can possibly be done to encourage agricultural
life. I want to see farm life made so attractive fromr every
angle that the stalwart young manhood of America will be glad
to elect the farm as a life vocation. The drift from the farm to
the congestion of city life is a dangerous, an almost fatal tend-
ency in our American life. Production must be increased or
the high cost of living will never come down. The world must
be fed, the world must be clothed, and the ever-increasing de-
mand for these necessities that must come first-hand from the
soil furnishes the basis of a marvelous prosperity for the man
who determines to dedicate his energy, his enterprise, his in-
formed genius to the many-sided opportunities of farny life.

STANTON BAYS, * STICK TO THE FARM.”

So appalling is the need of greater production and so fraught
with danger is the desertion of the farm for the congestion of
the city that thoughitful, farseeing men are gravely concerned.
The patriotic question is asked on every side, “ How shall we

Is there objection? [After a
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remedy the situation? What can be done by legislation or by
general education to hold the purposeful youth of to-day on the
farm? And what can be done to turn the tide of millions in
the city back to the farm—literal millions who freeze in winter,
faint in summer, and live fromr hand to mouth all the time?”

Certainly if these improvident millions who must be fed and
clothed can not be induced to go to the farm and share the
prosperity that would come from helping to feed and clothe the
world, then it is an economic and a highly patriotic duty to
legislate and educate in every possible way to make the sons
and daughters of the soil * stick to the farm ™ and develop the
farm more and more unto the fundamental prosperity of the
individual and the Nation.

Frank L. Stanton, jr., of Atlanta, the gifted son of Georgia's
beloved poet-laureate, the James Whitcomb Riley of the South,
has inaugurated a thoroughly unique and workable plan of
educational advertising, entitled “ Stick to the farm.”

It is suggested by him that the Department of Agriculture
take charge of the movement and go after every conceivable
agency in America to boost the campaign until the slogan,
“ Stick to the farm,” articulates from every wayside fence and
stump and stone and flash in blazing letters from the * bur-
nished ceiling of the sky.”

Thus the dangerous drift from the country to the city will
be arrested, and by proper education, legislation, industry, and
enterprise the farmer will indeed * make two grass blades grow
where one was growing before” and gardens of roses shall
Llossom 4vhere thorns and thistles erstwhile grew. And thus
the agricultural prosperity of the country will put its soothing
hand on the fevered pulse of national unrest, sending from the
happiness and contentment of rural life the inspiration of its
schools and the purity and warmth of the * old-time religion ™
of its progressive country churches that splendid, God-fearing
citizenship which must be the safety of America and the hope
of all mankind. .

DEMOCRACY AND CONSTRUCTIVE LEGISLATION.

This argument growing out of my lifetime interest in the
farmer—for I was born on a farm and chiefly reared hetween
the plowhandles—ties itself naturally to my interest and pride
in the constructive legislation of the Democratic Party.

This is not said in a narrow sense, but out of simple loyalty
not only to the party of my fathers but to what I honestly con-
ceive to be the fundamental principles of Democracy and good
government,

It was a notable'thing that lifelong Republicans like Henry
Ford and Thomas A. Edison declared in 1916 that the Demo-
cratic Party, under the first four years of President Wilson's
administration, had put more laws on the statute books that
really reached and helped humanity than the Republican Party
had enacted during its whole lifetime, and for that reason they
left their lifelong Republican afiiliations and gave substantial
and enthusiastic support to the Democratic ticket. And, as a
matter of information and history, I give here an epitome of
some of the notable and practical legislation of which the Demo-
cratic Party is justly proud and for which the whole country,
irrespective of political lines, should be grateful:

CONSTRUCTIVE LEGISLATION,

1. Currency reform: By the enactment of the Federal reserve act
the Industrial and commercial interests of the United States have been
emancipated by Democratic agency from domination by special interests,
The Nation was freed from the danger of financial panics and the
foundation laid for the existing wonderful prosperity of the country.

2. Rural credits: The passage of the Federal farm-loan act remedied
an imperative need entirely ignored by the Republicans for yvears and
assures adequate means of providing capital at fair rates of interest for
the further development of the agricultural resources of the United
States and promises an annual saving to farmers of $150,000,000 a

year. 4
3. Good roads: In the new Federal good-roads law, approved bir the
President last July, the Democratic administration makes available
75,000, for the development of highway systems throughout the
nited States under safeguards which prevent wasteful use of the

money,

4. ¥(‘ar[ﬂ! revision downward: In keeping with the platform pledge
of 1912 the Democratic Party revised the tariff downward and put the
Underwood tariff law upon the statute books, thus unfettering industry
and commerce, depriving monopoly of its former control over produc-
tion, distribution, and prices, and providing adequate customs revenue
for the maintenance of the Government.

. Income tax: The income-tax law, opposed by the Republican Party
for a generation, shifts the burden of taxation from those least able to
pay to those best able to fﬂ.'n'- i

6. Tariff commission bill: In this meéasure creating a tariff commis-
sion the Wilson administration takes an important step toward elimi-
nating the tariff from politics and affords assurance of protection to
American manufacturers against any emergency which may follow the
close of the war in Hurope.

7. War revenue: To meet the cost of “ preparedness * the Wilson
rogram Increases the income tax, provides for an inheritance tax, and
evies a special tax upon munitions of war. Many Republican Members

of Congress have voted for this plan.

8. The Federal Trade Commission: This new commission in the
year and one-half of its operation with sigoal success has supplied

the demand for a tribunal to arbitrate commercial disputes, to prevent
“unfair competition,” and to do justice between the public and the
great industrial corporations.

9. Direct election of United States Senators: A reform inspired and
carried into effect by Democrats, which does much to restore popular
Government at Washington.

10. Seamen's act and safety at sea: By a series of laws, chief of
which is the seamen’s act, working conditions of sailors in the American
merchant service are improved and precautions are taken to avoid the
fearful loss of life at sea that accompanied the Titanie disaster.

11. Revision of trust laws: In the face of persistent opﬁ)emon of
the s[pcciul interests and at a time when the greatest international
questions press upon the President and Congress, a complete revision
of the antitrust laws was secured and is now in force.

12, Agricultural extension: Under the Smith-Lever agricultural ex-
tension act elaborate machinery has been put into operation by Woodrow
Wilson that involved the expenditure of nearly $5,000,000 during the
last fiscal year, n sum which will increase automatically year by year
until 1922, for the dissemination of sclentific knowledge concerning
farm operation and management. This law is expected to double the
productiveness of American farms.

. Workmen's compensation: A model measure has passed both
Houses and will extend this protection to thousands of Government
employees,

4. Labor's magna charta: Laws have been enacted preventing the
abuse of the injunction in labor disputes and legally declaring the labor
of a human being not a commodity open to barter and sale like in-
anjimate things.

15. Child labor law : President Wilson’s personal intervention brought
about the enactment of this important social-justice measure, which uses
the Federal power to emancipate children from industrial oppression.

16, Eight-hour day-: To the laws passed by the Democratic majority
of the House in the Sixty-second Congress applying the eight-hour da
to all work done by the Government, whether directly or by contract,
has been added the act requiring the eight-hour workday for women
in the District of Columbia.

17. Industrial emgloyees‘ arbitration act: A law secured by the
Presldent that establishes the United States Board of Mediation and
Concilintion and affords the Government better facilities for preventing
or settling great railway and industrial strikes.

18, Cotton futures act: Gambling in cotton is dealt a death blow by
a cotton futures law enacted by Democrats after the subject had been
evaded by Republicans for two decades,

19. Grain standards: A law giving the BSecretary of Agriculture
authority to establish official grain standards, simplifying relations
Jh\e!:vnﬂ_m!n grain producers, dealers, and consumers, was enacted last

ugnst.

20. United States warehouse act: Warehouse receipts are made more
acceptable collateral, which enables owners of stored products to obtain
loans more nearly a{bﬂmsimat‘mz the full value of their prodocts.

21. Parcel post: This service has broken up an extortionate monopoly
Ly private express companies and has been developed from a mere shell
to tlgf most gigantic, useful, and far-reaching express service in the
wor

Gentlemen, you might as well “shell down the corn.” That
is a list of wholesome legislative achievements that will forever
crown the Democratic administration that enacted them with
a halo of statesmanship and practical humanitarian sympathy
in action. i

And then came the Great War, which we rightly tried sa
bard to aveid, but from which we could no longer hold our-
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selves aloof and preserve our national safety and our inter-.

national prestige and honor. Under Democratic guidance it
was a common challenge and a common victory. Let us thank
God for the wonderful victory and face the burden and the
future like patriotic Americans. [Applause.]

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REconp.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
tleman's request?

There was no objection.

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen-
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Moorg].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Virginia
is recognized for one minute.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the
chairman of the committee will offer an amendment, which I
would like to take the minute in saying, in my opinion, will
greatly improve the bill and render it more aceeptable to the
friends of the agricultural interests; and I mean by the friends
of the agricultural interests those who recognize the paramount
importance of doing everything properly within the scope of
legislation that is possible to stimulate and encourage agricul-
tural production.

At some future time I shall ask the privilege of addressing
the House on that subject, which is of as much interest to me
as any subject the House can consider. Meanwhile, I ask per-
mission to revise and extend my remarks in the ItEcorp.

Is there objection to the gen-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentle- '

man's request?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield half a minute to the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. HERSEY].

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Maine is
recognized for half a minute.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr. Speaker, in order that I may give my
reasons in support of this measure, I ask the privilege of ex-
tending my remarks on the bill.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentle-

man's request?

There was no objection.

Mr. VOLSTEAD, Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Fieros].

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
is recognized for one minute. 4

Mr. FIELDS. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration,
IL°IR. 13931, is designed to promote the interests of the farmers
of the country by vesting in them the legal right to form asso-
ciations for the marketing of their products, a privilege that
is denied them under present laws. The bill is therefore cor-
rect in principle, and should receive the support of every Mem-
ber of the House.

The committee’s report on the bill reads as follows:

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill
(H. R. 13031) entitled “A bill to anthorize association of producers of
agricultural En:oducts," having considered the same, report it with the
recommendation that it do pass.

The object of this bill is to authorize the producers of agricultural
iaroducts to form associations for the purpose of collectively prepar-
ng for market and marketing their Eroc;m:ts.

Section 1 defines and limits the kind eof associations to which the
legislation applies. These limitations are aimed to exclude from the
lienefits of this legislation all but actual farmers and all tions
vot operated for the mutual help of their members as such producers.
Unless each member has but one vote in his association, irrespective
of the amount he may have invested as capital therein, the associa-
tion must mot pay a dividend of to exce 8 per cent per annum.
This limitation of 8 per cent is designed to compel payment to the
members of as large a part of the proceeds derived from the sale of
their products as possible, imstead of paying it as a diyidend upon
the money used as capital. A number of farm associations oppose the
payment of any dividend on capital, while others ingist that }ﬁhe{ need
u capital and must have the privil of paying dividends. . Eight per
cent was fixed for the reason that in many places money can not be
borrowed at a less rate, and that hence a less rate would prevent some
of these associations from obtaining the necessary funds to carry on
their business. The aim has been to make the provisions of the bill
sufliciently liberal so that all eooperative farm associations operated
in good faith for the benefit of their members might avail themselves
of the provisions of this hill. The bill does not, however, compel any
association to change its present organization nor does it create any
new organizations. Assoclations will continuwe to be formed under
State laws as heretofore. In States where it is illegal to te an
association such as the ones permitted under this b it will, because
of the nature of such associations, be practically ln:?ossfble to operate
under this legislation, as the bill only grants the right to operate in
interstate a.mf fore commerce. That is the only power that Congress
can confer upon such associations.

Section 2 makes applicable to these associations in a modified form
the provisiors of the yton Act. Briefly, it gives the Secretary of
Agrieulture power to prevent these associations from exploiting the
public. In the event that any association shounld refuse to comply
with the order of the Secretary, a suit may be brought in the appro-
he farmers are not asking

a chance to oppress the publie, but insist that they should be given
' a fair opportunity to meet business conditions as they exist—a con-
dition that is very unfair under the present law. Whenever a farmer
seeks to sell his products he meets in the market place the r([rlpresent&
tives of yast aggregations of organized capital that largely determine
the price of his products. FPersonally he has very little, if mthmg,
to say about the price. If he seeks to associate himself with his neigh-
bors for the purpose of collectively negotlating for a fair price he is
threatened with prosecution. Many of the corporations with which he
is compelled to deal are each composed of from thirty to forty thousand
members, These members collectively do business as one person. The
officers of the corporation act as agents of these members. This bill,
if it becomes a law, will allow farmers to form like associations, the
officers of which will act as agents for their members, &

While this bill confers on farmers certain privileges, it can not prop-
erly be said to be class legislation. Business corporations have under
existing law all the powers and rivﬁt:fes sought to be conferred on
farm organizations by this bill. Instead of granting a class privilege,
it aims to egualize existing privileges by changing the law app].lc;gle
to the ordinary business corporations so the farmers can take advan-
tage of it. Instead of granting to farmers a s al privilege, it aims
to take from the business corperations a special privilege igl conferring
a like privilege on farm organizations. It is no answer that farmers
may acquire the status and secure the rights of a business corporation
by deeding their farms to a corporation. That is neither practical
nor desirable from any standpoint. Without doing that they can not
associate themselves ggﬁnther for the mutual profit of the members
without being threate with prosecution,

New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and a num-
Lber of other States have granted the right to form associations such
as those contemplated in this bill. But these Btates can not confer
any right upon their organizations to engaﬁg in interstate or foreign
commeree. This bill is designed to grant that right. Associations of
this kind are common in Euro countries and have been in opera-
tion for mary years. Their effect has not to raise prices to the
consumer. In many instances the effect has n the reverse,
have tended to prevent much of the gambling in foodstuffs and to
climinate many of the wuseless middlemen that stand between the
producers, the retailers, and the comsumers. It is one of the chief
problems of these associations to reach the consumer with as little
expense as possible. Farmers ought to be given a chance to do that.
The high cost of uringcnn not
1t musg be solved by that
To maintain his self-respect and dignity of his occupa
{farmer must be given an opportunity to deal selling his products en
an equal footing with those whe purchase them. He should be given an
opportunity to help solve in a rational and fair way the problems
involved in the high cost of living,

‘The report, Mr, Speaker, fully explains each prbvisioa of the
bill. As will be noted, the first section of the bill provides for

the association of producers for the marketing of their prod-
ucts, which will give them protection against the gamblers in
agricultural products, who rob the producer with one hand and
the eonsuming public with the other. It also provides that the
association shall not earn a dividend in excess of 8 per cent,
which will protect all the members of an association against the
possibility of a few of its officials getting control of it and con-
suming the profits to which the farmer is entitled by paying to
themselves exorbitant salaries for conducting the business of
the association.

Section 2 of the bill safeguards the interest of the public by
giving to the Secretary of Agriculture power to go inte the
courts to prevent an association from exploiting the publie,
should an association decide to do so. Therefore, both the pro-
ducers and the consumers are protected in their legitimate
rights by the provisions of the bill

Mr. Speaker, the greatest menace with which the farmer is
confronted to-day is the gambler in agricultural products, who
plays no-part in nor contributes to the preduction of those prod-
ucts. The greatest evil with which the consuming public is
confronted is the profiteer, who exacts exorbitant profits upon
the necessaries which the public must consume. The country is
suffering more to-day as a result of these two evils than from
all other evils combined, and they should be corrected by legis-
lation as far as it is possible to correct them in that way.

The President requested the Congress some ten months ago to
immediately enact legislation to curb the profiteers and gam-
blers in food products and other necessaries of life, who had
become entrenched by war conditions, but his request was
ignored by the majority party in Congress, which controls the
legislative policy of both branches of Congress.

Mr. Speaker, I venture the assertion, and do it without fear
of successful contradiction, that if the Republicans in both
branches of Congress, who have a majority in each branch,
had devoted half the time to legislation designed to prevent
gambling in agricultural products on the one hand and
profiteering in the finished products on the other that they
have spent in investigating and criticizing the President and
the conduet of the war, all of which was done for their political
advantage, the gambler in agricultural products and the profiteer
in the necessaries of life would to-day be out of business so
far as it is possible to put them out of business by the enact-
ment and enforcement of law. Of course, everyone understands
that it is impossible to enact.any law that will totally prevent
the commission of crime. Some men will commit infraetions
of the law regardless of the penalties for such infractions.

We have statutes against pistol toting, with penalties for vio-
lations of its provisions, but yet men carry pistols. We have
statutes against murder, manslaughter, and assault and battery,
and so forth, with severe penalties for the commission of those
acts, yet men commit such acts. But they are not committed
so frequently and so dastardly as they would be in the absence
of any statute prohibiting the commission of such acts and
punishing those who do so.

The bill under consideration, however, is a step in the direction
requested by the President nearly a year ago, and I commend
the Committee on the Judiciary for taking that step by framing
and reporting to the House this bill. I only regret that we have
not been given an opportunity to consider and pass other bills
necessary to cure other evils in our economic system that have
grown out of war conditions.

Mr. Speaker, the effects of this bill, if it becomes a law, will
not be temporary, nor will its benefits be confined to the pre-
ducers and consumers of the products that will be sold through
the associations which the bill authorizes, but it will contribute
to the life and prosperity of the Nation by increasing the pro-
duction of the soil by providing for the tillers of the soil better
and safer markets for their produets. History will bear me
out in the assertion that no nation ever ceased to exist as a
nation except for one of two causes—first, by being overrun
and subjugated by a superior power, or, second, by failure to
produce from the soil the things essential te the life of its
people. Therefore that which will increase the produetion of
the soil is not alone of importance to the tillers of the soil
but is of interest to the Nation as a whole, first, from an
economic standpoint, and, last, but not least, by contributing
to the life of the Nation. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from Kentucky has expired. Does the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. IcoE] desire to use the balance of his time?

Mr. IGOE. How much time have I leff, Mr. Speaker?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five min-
utes.

Mr. IGOE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr, YoUNG].
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The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from Texas is
recognized for five minutes. 5

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the
House, I regret—coming from a great productive region,
as I do, where my people are farmers and where a bill like
this is offered on the floor of this House which is said to be a
bill in the interest of farmers—that I can not see in the bill
that there is anything on which the farmer may depend for any
relief from the present conditions. This is, so far as the matter
of government is concerned, a piece of class legislation, group
legislation, pure and simple,

1 have always adhered to the belief, and still adhere to the
belief, that the great agricultural masses of this country do
not want any special privileges, and they do not want the
other fellow to have any. [Applause.] I have always felt
that when the testing day came to this Nation as to whether
or not it would be overthrown by virtue of legislation for
groups of people and combinations of groups we should look
back to the great agricultural masses which stand back there
and hear them say, * We have never demanded a special privi-
lege for ourselves, and we are going to fight special privileges
to others,” This bill violates that principle, and we have got
to look to-the farmers of this country to protect the Nation in
the years to come.

Now, what does this bill do?  Take section 2, where you put
your power in one man. If he is a good man, he might not
abuse that power; but it is a man that you are reposing upon
and intrusting the power to. The Secretary of Agriculture
is given the power to determine the proposition as to whether
farmers are combining to profiteer in wheat, cotton, or other
agricultural products. That is a power that ought not to be
put in a governmental agency. It is a safe rule not to vest
such a power by statute; and yet you are vesting that power
here in the Secretary of Agriculture, a power over the destiny
of the farmers of this Nation.

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. I can not yield.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to
yield.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Let me show you where you are put-
ting yourselves. I represent a section that clothes the world.

Cotton is the great crop in my section. Other gentlemen here
come from sections where grain is produced. Both of these
great crops—cotton and grain—are more or less affected by the
operation of the cotton exchanges and the grain exchanges.
If I were a gambler on the- cotton exchange I would ask you
to give this power to the Secretary of Agriculture and let there
be an organization formed to handle the cotton crop. Ah, how
I would lay my plans if I were a gambler on one of those ex-
changes, and I would come to the Secretary of Agriculture, and
I would hold the cotton farmers of the South up to scorn, and
I would demand a hearing, and I would have everybody who
wanted to consume cotton up in the air. Nobody would know
what this man to whom you give this power is going to do, or
what effect it wil have on the men who are growing cotton in
Texas. They have no market. It destroys their market. The
same would be true as to wheat and as to every other great
agricultural product, and when you write it on the statute books
of the country you are giving the farmer additional trouble to
deal with. If this is the last vote I ever cast on a great, im-
portant agricultural propesition, my vote shall be cast against
giving this power, when I know of the manipulations of the
gamblers on these exchanges and elsewhere who will take ad-
vantage of this power and always keep the farmers' market in
an uncertain condition. The same thing is frue as to cattle
and as to wheat and the other great crops of this country.

But, to go back to my text, the only thing that I, the farmer,
want is that I get no special privilege, and, in the name of God,
give no special privilege to the other fellow. [Applause.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY].

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider that this
measure grants any special privilege to agriculture. It rather
appears to me that it is only confirming a natural right which
agriculture ought to enjoy, whose exercise is not inimical to the
legitimate interests of other people. No farmer can compete
alone with the conditions that surround him. We all know that
it is economically impossible for any individual farmer to com-
pete with the conditions under which he must live. When he
buys from a merchant he buys at the merchant’s price, and he
has no power to compel the merchant fo reduce the price. When
he buys agricultural machinery from implement houses he has
no power as an individual to exercise a voice in determining the
price he pays for it.

When he sells his product, it matters not whether it be corn,
wheat, live stock, tobacco, or anything else, he must sell it at a
price dictated not by himself but by others who have had no
part in its production. For that reason I favor the passage of
laws that will enable him and encourage him to cooperate with
others similarly situated in order that greater efficiency may be
secured and in order that the farmer may produce that which
must feed and clothe us under conditions that will encourage
the greatest production and econservation. The world needs
more production. It is essential. If production is to increase,
the conditions of marketing the produce of the farms must be
improved and simplified. This measure, we hope, will assist in
accomplishing this result.

There are some things in this substitute for the Cupper-
Hersman bill, which is now presented by the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. Vorsteap], with which I do not entirely agree.
But the bill is presented under a procedure that makes its
amendment impossible, and I shall vote for its passage, in the
hope that as finally enacted into law it may be instrumental in
greatly improving the marketing conditions under which tlmse
engaged in agricultural pursuits are now laboring.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman fmm
Towa [Mr. GrREEN].

Mr. GREEN of Iowa., Mr. Speaker, if I construed this bill in
the same manner as many Members do, especially as those who
oppose it construe it, I should not be inclined to favor it. I do
not believe that the provisions of this bill confer upon the
farmers any privileges which they did not have before. Cer-
taiply it does not confer upon any corporation organized by
farmers.any power which a corporation does not now have and
which corporations are every day exercising. The bill gives
them the right to organize for the purpose of marketing their
products and authority to do any act which is necessary for
that purpose. A careful examination of the bill convinces me
that beyond that the bill gives them no privileges whatever.

The guestion may be asked, Why enact a bill under such cir-
cumstances? The reason is that the farmers are fearful to go
into these associations because some of them have already been
prosecuted under the antitrust laws, although those prosecu-
tions have failed when it has been found they wére merely
entering into proper associations.

There is one provision in the bill that I do not like. The
farmers are authorized to enter into these associations for the
purpose of marketing their produets, “ any law to the contrary
notwithstanding.” This provision ought to have been stricken
out of the bill. It is wholly unnecessary, and if it had any
meaning I should not vote for the bill, as it would make the bill
clearly unconstitutional. No law is constitutional thatpunishes
one man and exempts another from punishment for the same
act.

Mr, Chairman, for years I have made a careful study of the
antitrust laws. Some 25 or 30 years ago I was a delegate to
the convention to consider the regulations of trusts, which was
held at Chicago. I have never believed in lowering or relinquish-
ing any of the antitrust regulations. If this is done for one, it
will eventually have to be done for all. If it is done for one
class, it will encourage another class to come in and ask for
the same exemption. In the end there will be nothing left of
the antitrust laws. But no act provided for in this law is made
illegal by the antitrust laws. Everything that an association
can do under this law has been done for years by farmers'
associations all over the country. In‘my own district we have
had for years a highly successful and very beneficial associa-
tion of the grape growers for the purpose of marketing thelr
products. No one has ever dreamed of interfering with this
association, and I would have had no hesitation in guaranteeing
to the association that as long as they continue doing business
in the manner in which they have heretofore carried it on that
they violated no provision of the antitrust law. This associa-
tion has been, and I have no doubt will still continue to be,
simply an association for the purpose of marketing the products
of its members. It has not been an association for the purpose
of foreing up prices, and it has always offered its products for
sale on the same terms to everyone. Consequently, its direc-
tors have gone ahead with a clear conscience, knowing that they
were complying with the law.

Unfortunately, the Sherman antitrust law has been befogged
by court decisions, and the farmer has, I think, been unneces-
sarily alarmed as to what proceedings might be taken against
him under it. Instances were given of unjustifiable prosecution
of farmers under the antitrust law, but I would not regard that
as a reason for enacting this law. There are unjustifiable prose-
cutions under every criminal law. Some of them started in good
faith, and some, of course, began through malice. The real




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

8035

reason for the enactment of this law is, as stated by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx], to encourage the formation
of farmers’ associations, in order to lessen the great cost of
getting their products on the market, which is now altogether

-out of proportion to what it should be. I believe that when
these associations are formed they will be beneficial alike to
producer and consumer, and that if these associations are
parties to any combination which is now unlawful, the pro-
visions of this bill will not alter the situation in the least. If

such a construction could possibly be put upon its terms—and I
think it could not—then the courts would declare the bill itself
unconstitutional.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks.

X AMr. WALSH. Reserving the right to object, is it on this

ill?

Mr. BARKLEY.
made on this bill. il

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky
asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the
IRlEcorp on this bill. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I made some remarks on this
bill last Friday, and I wish to revise and extend them.

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous
consent to revise and extend his remarks on this bill. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

. Mr. VOLSTEAD. 1 yield one minute to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. BRowxE].

Mr. BROWNE. . Mr, Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this
bill. Under it I believe farmers will cooperate and will eventu-
ally eliminate the middleman, and by so doing they will bring
their products to the consumer at a much cheaper rate than the
consumer now pays and with a better profit to themselves.

This bill is, in substance, the Capper-Hersman bill. The ob-
Ject of this bill is to authorize farmers to form associations for
the purpose of collectively marketing their products. We have
a law similar to the proposed law in Wisconsin. The State
laws ean not confer any right upon their organizations to engage
in interstate or foreign commerce. This bill will confer this
right.

I desire to revise the remarks I have just

KEED OF LEGISLATION.

In the last few months more than 30 reputable farmers of the
conntry have been indicted and placed on trial for collectively
selling their milk for city distribution. So far, five trials of
these men have taken plave, and in each case the men have been
acquitted. Farm organizations have been proseeuted in Cali-
fornia, Minnesota, Illinois, and Ohio. In each case middlemen
were responsible for the prosecution. In each case the farmers
were acquitted by juries, but after expensive trials. It is a high
compliment to the American sense of justice that the juries of
laboring and business men sitting in these cases, after heafing
volumes of evidence, and with the city press attempting to
prejudice the case of the defendants, have quickly fiequitted the
defendants.

WHAT THE BILL PROVIDES.

This bill has the indorsement of practically all the farm
organizations of America. It does not compel any existing
farm organization or society to change its present organization.
Associations will continue to be formed under State laws as
before. The rights of the public are in every way safegnarded.
The Secretary of Agriculture is given power to prevent any asso-
ciation organized under this law from exploiting the public,
even if it was possible or the farm organization was so inclined.
The farmer in the past has never been able to fix the price of
the products he produced. The same corporations that fix the
prices of farm products through the boards of trade, cold-storage
warehouses, and other combinations of great corporations also
fix the prices of everything the farmer buys. He is thus
ground between two millstones. As a result, there is a great
movement away from the farms.

DECREASE IN RURAL POPULATION,

Forty years ago in the United States 70 per cent of our popu-
lation was a rural population. To-day only 35 per cent of our
ropulation live on the farms. The tax returns show that for
every dollar of net income returns from the farms of the
United States the manufacturers have returned $72. It is
natural for people to seek the most remunerative occupation,
This accounts for more young men going into business than
becoming farmers.

In a speech that T made in the House of Representatives on
the sugar question May 25, 1920, on pages 7614 to T617,

ConGrESSIONAL Recorp, T gave a list of a great many cor-
LIX 506

porations that were making over 100 per cent yearly, and
I cited a case of a coal company that paid profits in a
single year equal to 78 times its capitalization. If a farmer
made a net income of 100 per cent in a single year, it would
mean that he could buy a farm, stock, purchase machinery as
good as on the farm he made the profit from, and, if he was
as successful as the coal company that made profits amounting
to T8 per cent, he would buy 18 farms like the one he made the
profit from.
PATRIOTISM OF THE FARMER,

The farmers of this country do not forget that 90 per cent
of the Revolutionary soldiers were farmers, that 75 per cent of
the soldiers from the North and South in the War of the Rebel-
lion came from the farms and plantations, and that 50 per cent
of our soldiers in the World War were from the country and
cities of less than 3,000 inhabitants.

PRESENT ANTITRUST LAWS INEFFECTIVE W8 TO GREAT CORTORATIONS BUT
OPPRESSIVE TO THE SMALLER,

Our present Clayton antitrust law is ineffective as to large
corporations. This law, which was intended to prevent price fix-
ing by corporations, is violated daily by the large corporations.
The law is used, however, to oppress farm organizations doing
a legitimate and lawful business. For example: The United
States Steel Corporation has what is known as the Gary dinner,
which is annually held in Pittsburgh or New York., The heads
of all the steel companies in the United States are invited to
this dinner. Judge Gary, of the United States Steel Corpora-
tion, makes a felicitous speech, and in that speech suggests that
the United States Steel Corporation thinks that $50 or $60 per
ton. for steel rails is a fair and reasonable price. There is no
other agreement, but every steel company in the United States
fixes the price of steel rails and other kinds of steel at the
same price as the United States Steel Corporation.

GASOLIXNE.

We have a great many corporations selling different kinds of
gasoline; and yet without any written agreement, but by simply
whispering the word between the heads of the different corpora-
tions, gasoline companies simultaneously raise the price of gaso-
line. This price-fixing process goes on in regard to practically
all the great articles produced by the large corporations of the
country. There is no competition between these large concerns.
The agreed price is fixed as effectively as though these concerns
had signed a written agreement,

It would be impossible for the millions of farmers scattered
throughout the United States to ever form a trust that would be
oppressive. If it was possible for them to do so, the Secretary
of Agriculture nuder this bill could dissolve the association.

. COOPTERATION IN DAIRYING.

By cooperation and the formation of cooperative creameries
Wisconsin has built up the dairy industry second to none other
in the United States, an industry which in that State alone
produced over $300,000,000 worth of dairy products the last
year. If it was not for these cooperative creameries and
cheese factories, the packers and Oleomargarine Trust would
have destroyed the dairy interests. When the settlement was
made by Attorney General- Palmer with the packers the dairy
industry was excepted, and the packers were allowed to conlrol
the cheese market and embark in the dairy business in compe-
tition with the farmer, but not with the groceryman and other
industries. This illustrates one of the diseriminations against
the farmer.

OLEOMARCARINE,

The manufacturers of oleomargarine have a bill in Con-
gress each year which would take off the 10 cents per pound
tax on colored oleomargarine and place a tax of 1} cents per
pound thereon. This year the bill is known as H. R. 1032, intre-
duced by Representative SapaTtm, of Chicago. The advocates
of this bill maintain that the Government would increase its
revenue by this tax and wounld also bring oleomargarine to the
tables of people who can not afford butter, at a much lower
price than it is now sold for. As a matter of fact, this bill if
enacted into law would increase the price of oleomargarine by
making it a competitor of butter, and it would sell almost as
high as butter. Under the existing laws, with a 10-cent tax
on colored oleomargarine, the man who wants to use oleomar-
garine can buy the uncolored oleomargarine for almost one-
half the price he can buy butter. If he desires to color it for
the use of his taple he can do so. The uncolored oleomarga-
rine bears a tax of one-fourth of 1 eent per pound.

UNCOLORED OLEOMARGARINE.

Ninety-seven and one-half per cent of all oleomargarine sold
is uncolored and only pays a tax of one-fourth cent per pound.
Only 2} per cent of the amount of oleomargarine manufactured
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pays a tax of 10 cents per pound. If we should raise the tax to
1% cents on all oleomargarine, as provided by the Sabath bill, it
would immediately raise the price of oleomargarine 15 cents or
20 cents more per pound, because it would then all be colored
and become a competitor of butter. Thus for every dollar that
the consumer of oleomargarine would pay the Government in
additional taxes, he would pay the large packing houses and
oleomargarine factories from eight to ten dollars. When the
cottonseed-oil people and the packers pose as philanthropists
and ask the Government to tax them, the public should beware,
FPURPOSE OF COLORING OLEOMARGARINE.

The purpose of coloring oleomargarine is to deceive the peo-
ple. The same interests that are circulating an extensive
propaganda attempting to popularize oleomargarine and telling
of the impurities of butter, are fighting to prevent the passage
of the bill allowing the farmers of the country to form cooper-
ative societies. I have spoken against every oleomargarine bill
that has been before Congress since I was in Congress, and I am
going to continue to do so. Our dairy industry brings more
wealth to my State than any other and demands a square deal.

FARMERS RESPOND TO CALL FOR PRODUCTION,

The farmers of the country, under the demand for greater
production to supply our own people and our armies and the
(Allies, cultivated 32,000,000 acres more land in 1917 than in
1914. This production of food crops on an enlarged seale and at
greatly inereased expense of time, effort, and Inbor and by fewer
men, did more to insure the winning of the war than any other
one factor. During 1914 the United States exported 700,000,000
pounds of milk in the form of butter and cheese, and no con-
densed milk. During 1918 the United States shipped abroad
620,000,000 pounds of milk in the form of butter, and 160,000,
000 pounds of milk in the form of cheese, and 1,770,000,000
pounds of milk in the form of condensed milk; 2,550,000,000
pounds of milk as dairy products used for foreign shipment.

In opposition to this bill I have had many petitions from the
chambers of commeree of the larger cities. I have had many
letters from individual farmers and farm organizations in favor
of the bill. If the farmers are not given the opportunity to
organize and do business collectively, they will be at the mercy
of the middlemen and the large corporations that buy their
produets and then sell them to the consumer at an exorbitant
price.

Our country is facing a serious crigis. People are flocking to
the cities, and every census shows a very much larger per cent
of people living in the cities than the country. The demand
and need for food is constantly increasing. The labor situation
on the farm also adds an additional problem. With the high
price of building material, land, and machinery, it now fakes
a man of considerable capital to establish himself as a farmer.
We should give the farmer encouragement in every way we
can, to the end that our young men will find the occupation of
farming profitable and offering as many advantages as business
or the professions. The strength of our country depends upon
its sturdy yeomanry.

EXTEXS10N OF RURAL ROUTES,

As an advocate for national aid for highways since I entered
Congress, I have always insisted that along with the good-road
movement the Federal Government should increase and extend
its rural routes so as to bring mail and parcels conveniently
near each farm. I have contended that there is no justification
"in delivering mail five or six times a day to the front doors
‘of people living in the residential sections of the large cities,
and compelling a busy farmer to walk one-half to 2 miles in
order to get his mail once a day.

The parcel post has proven a great blessing to the rural pop-
ulation of the United States. It can not be utilized to advantage
unless the rural carrier goes conveniently near to a man’s house.
I hope the day will not be far distant when every farmer will
have a mail box in front of his home.

Mr. LARSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimus consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the Army reorganization
bill. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp
on the Army reorganization bill, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. VorsTEAD] has six minutes remaining. A

Mr. VOLSTEAD. After consultation with a number of gen-
tlemen on this floor, I have thought it well to offer an amend-
ment to section 2.

The object of the amendment is to preserve to the farmers
what rights they now have under the antitrust act. There is
some question whether section 2 might not take away some of

the rights which they now have. There is no disposition on my
part, and T do not think there was on the part of anyone, to
deprive them of existing rights.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, SxerL).
man offer the amendment for information?

M:. VOLSTEAD. Not for information; I offer the amend-
ment.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, the bill has not begun to be
read. The gentleman can not offer the amendment at this time,
General debate has not been concluded. .

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, this is a House Calendar
bill and there is nothing but general debate.

Mr. WALSH. This bill is being considered under a special
rule, which provides that in the consideration there shall be
two hours of general debate. Now, under that special rule I
submit that it is not proper to offer an amendment during the
two hours of general debate.

Mr, MANN of Illinois. There is nothing but general debate
on a House Calendar bill. It is not read for amendment under
the five-minute rule. The rule uses the term “ general debate,”
but that is all there would be anyhow unless the rule provided
otherwise,

Mr. HUMPHREYS. After the general debate, will there not
be an opportunity to offer amendments?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. No opportunity to offer amendments
unless the House votes down the previous question. Then the
gentleman could offer amendments, but not discuss them.

Mr. BARKLEY. If the previous question-is not ordered, it
would be in order to offer amendments? .

Mr. MANN of Illinois. It would be in order to offer amend-
ments if the House did not order the previous question.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill and amendment.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum
is present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri
makes the point that no quorum is present. The Chair will
count, Evidently there is no quorum present.

Mr, YOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. DYER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. DYER. Will this vote be on the previous question?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Noj; it is a call of the House,
a point of no quorum being made. The Doorkeeper will close
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the
Clerk will eall the roll. {

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Does the gentle-

Andrews, Md. Echols Kelly, Pa, Reber:
Anthony Edmonds Kendall Rhodes
Bacharach Ellsworth Kennedy, Iowa Riddick
Baer Elston Kennedy, R. 1. Riordan
Bell Emerson Kettner Rowan
Bland, Mo, Evans, Nev. Kiess Rowe
Booher Ferrls Kitchin Rucker
Bowers Fuller, Mass Kleczka Banders, La.
Brinson Gallivan Kreider Scully
Britten Godwin, N. C, Lankford Sears
Brumbaugh Goldfogle Lazaro Sells

Burke odal Lehlbach Sherwood
Butler Gould Lesher Shreve
Byrnes, 8, C. Graham, Pa ttle Slem
Campbell, Pa, Greene, Mass MeClintie Smal
Cantrill es McCulloch Smith, Mich,
Caraway Griffin MecDuflie Smithwick
Carter Hamill McKinley Snyder

Case Hardy, Colo. McLane Stecle
Clnrg, Fla. Hardy, Tex. MacCrate Stephens, Ohio
Cole Harreld ansfield Stiness
Coolmr Hastings Alason Strong, Ia.
Cople, Hayden Mays Sullivan
Costello Hays Mead Tague
Crowther Hernandez Moore, Ohio Tayior, Tenn,
Curry, Calif. Hil orin Tillman
Dale Houghton Mott ‘Watson
Davey Hulings Newton, Minn ‘Wingo

Dent Hutchinson Newton, Mo, Wright
Dewalt Ireland Nicholls Williams
Dooling James Paige Fates
Doremus Johnson, Miss. Porter Young, N. Dak,
Drane Johnson, 8. Dak. Radeliffe Zihlman
Dunn Johnston, N. Y. Ramseyer

Eagan Juul Randall, Calif.

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and eighty-nine Members
have answered to their names, a quorum.
Mr. VOLSTEAD. DMr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the call.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-

Mr. AYRES.
tend my remarks in the REcorp upon this bill

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?
There was no objection,
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment of
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. VoLSTEAD].

The Clérk proceeded to report the amendment.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. SABATH. Under the rule that was adopted, is it in
order for the gentleman from Minnesota now to offer his
amendment ¥

The SPEAKER.

Mr. SABATH.
ments?

The SPEAKER. If they obtain the floor.

Mr., SABATH. Can the Speaker inform me how Members
can secure the floor to offer amendments?

The SPEAKER. By asking for recognition, unless the gen-
tleman from Minnesota moves the previous question.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speuker, I ask for the reporting of
my amendment.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, the previous guestion was moved
by the genileman from Minnesota after he had offered his
amendment. I then made the point of order that there was no
quorum present. The reason I made the point of order that
there was no quorum present was because the previous question
had been moved by the gentleman from Minnesota.

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman
had moved the previous question, but the question had not been
stated by the Chair.

My, MANN of Illineois, Mr, Speaker, I ask to have the amend-
ment reported.

The SPEAKER.
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. VOLSTEAD : At the end of section 2, add the fol-
lowing : Provided, That nothing contained in this section shall apply
to the organizations or individual members thereof described in section
6 of the act entitled “An act to supplement existing laws against un-
lawful restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,” approved
October 15, 1914, known as the Clayton Act,

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order against
the amendment.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the amendment and the bill to final passage.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will state his
point of order.

Mr. IGOE. The amendment is not germane to the section.

Mr., MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I think the amendment
is clearly germane,

The SPEAKER.
Missouri.

Mr. IGOE.
not germane. This section has relation to the bill which pro-
vides for certain associations that are organized under section 1.
Under section 2 certain acts of those associations may be in-
vestigated. There is nothing here about associations organized
under the Clayton Act or any of these other acts. These asso-
ciations are to be organized under this bill, and the gentleman
undertakes to put some limitations upon associations in the bill,
Therefore the amendment is not germane to anything in the
bill. We are concerngd with one particular kind of association
provided for in this bill under the terms of the bill.

Mr. MAXN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, this bill relates to cer-
tain associations provided for in section 1 of the bill. Section 2
of the bill therenpon provides as to those associations that cer-
tain authority shall be granted to the Secretary of Agriculture
and to Congress. The amendment is that certain of those asso-
ciations can not be operated upon by the Secretary of Agricul-
ture, because they are now excluded from the operation of the
law by the Clayton antitrust law. That is an exception within
an exception, wholly permissible and entirely germane,

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks clearly that this simply
limits the operation of the section and must be germane. The
Chair therefore overrules the point of order.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry,

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill and amendment to final passage.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas will state his
parlinmentary inquiry. .

Mr. YOUNG of Texas, I am desirous of moving to strike out
section 2. At this stage of the procedure, would that motion be
in order?

The SPEAKER.
the floor.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill and amendment fo final passage,

The Chair thinks so.
Are other Members permitted to offer amend-

The Clerk will report the Volstead amend-

The Chair will hear the gentleman from

It would be in order if the gentleman had

Mr. Speaker, the point is that the amendment is.

The SPEAKER. Of course, if the House does not adopt the
previous question; it will be in order.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a further parlinmentary
inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, YOUNG of Texas. If the previous question is voted
down then it would be in order for me to make the motion to
strike out section 27 "

The SPEAKER.
previous question.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Icor) there were—ayes 147, noes 62,

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the
point of order that there is no quormm present. The Chair
will count. [After counting.] Two hundred and thirty-three
Members present, a quorum.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.
. The SPEAKER. The vote is on ordering the previous ques-

on.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr., KINCHELOE, Was the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Minnesota adopted?

The SPEAKER. Not vet. The question is now en the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays
on the previous question.

Mr. BEE, Mr. Speaker, let us have the amendment reported.

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent the amendment will
be again reported,

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 3

Mr. WALSH. Is the gentleman from Illinois asking for
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the amendment or on the
previous question?

Mr., SABATH. On the previous question.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be too late.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
was on his feet demanding the yeas and nays on the previous
question. There was a great deal of confusion in the Hall, and
I have no doubt that the Speaker did not hear him.

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that he had demanded
the yeas and nays on the amendment,

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; he demanded the yeas and
nays on ordering the previous: guestion. 2

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the
yeas and nays on ordering the previous question. As many
as are in favor of taking this vote by the yeas and nays will
rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Thirty-three,
not a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays are refused.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other siie.

The SPEAKER. There is no other side. The Chair just a
moment ago counted 233 Members present, and 33 are not
one-fifth of that number.

So the previous question was ordered.

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the amendment
again read.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again re-
port the amendment.

Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin.

The SPEAKER.
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a motion to re-
commit,

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read the third time.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. I desire to offer a motion to re-

commit,

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a reading of the
engrossed bill.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the request comes too late. The bill has been read.

The SPEAKER. The bill has not been read the third time.

Mr. BLANTON. I understood the bill had been read.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr, Speaker, T move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill.

The SPEAKER. Pass the bill with the amendment?

Mr, VOLSTEAD. I move to suspend the rules and pass the
bill with the amendment. 4

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a second.

Certainly. The question is on ordering the

Mr. Speaker, T object.
The question is on agreeing to the amend-
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Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that a second may be considered as ordered.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the request comes too late, because the bill has been already
passed upon and amended.

The SPEAKER. Noj; the gentleman has the right to demand
a second. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Icoe] and the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr., Vorsteap] will take their
places as tellers.

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were—
ayes 140, noes 34.

So a second was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota is entitled
to 20 minutes and the gentleman from Missourl is entitled to
20 minutes.

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve my time.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, when I had the floor before I
started to nsk some questions about this bill, but I did not have
sufficient time. The first section of the bill is one of the most
curiously constructed pieces of legislation that has ever been
presented to this House. It undertakes to give something, and
then in the second section it takes it away. In addition to
taking away what is given by the first section it takes away
practically the exemptions that were given to farmers by the
Clayton Act. Now, I would like to ask somebody who had any-
thing to do with preparing this bill what becomes of an asso-
ciation organized under the first section where a stockholder
dies and the stoek comes info the hands of some one who is not
a producer? I would also like to ask what becomes of an
association if some one who holds a share of stock should sell
it to a nonproducer? There is absolutely no provision made
for safeguarding the association. If these gentlemen mean
what they said when explaining this bill, then the moment a
single share of stock gets info the hands of a nonproducer,
whether it is by operation of law or by sale, the association
becomes an illegal association and may be prosecuted under
the antitrust act.

Mr. LONGWORTH.

Mr. IGOE. I will

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman s asking a question as
to persons who are concerned in the framing of this bill, Was
not the gentleman concerned in the framing of the bill?

Mr. IGOE. No; and I would like to answer that.

Mr. LONGWORTH. It seems a rather remarkable thing to
some of us here that this bill should come in here with a unani-
mous report and should now receive such vigorous opposition
from members of the committee.

Mr, IGOE. The gentleman is mistaken in saying that it
comes in with a unanimous report, because there were ob-
jections to the bill, and some of us voted against it in the com-
mittee. If the gentleman served on the Committee on the
Judiciary, he would be familiar with the fact that all bills re-
ported by that committee are not framed by the committee.

Mr. HERSMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me to answer
the question?

Mr. IGOE. When I answer the gentleman from Ohio I
will yield to the gentleman from California. This bill as origi-
nally drawn was known as the Capper-Hersman bill, prepared
or introduced, rather, by Senator CArPer in the Senate, and in
the House by the distinguished gentleman from California [Mr.
Hersyan], and a duplicate by Mr. Barsour. Both gentlemen
from California are very much interested in the welfare of as-
sociations that are organized out in California, where they have
carried this cooperative business, perhaps, to the highest point
of efficiency, and also in some instances to the nearest point of
monopoly. When those bills came in we had hearings on them,
copies of which I hold in my hand. The next that we heard of
the bill was when the gentleman from Minnesota introduced a
bill, not the Capper-Hersman bill, but the Volstead bill. Three
days later anothet bill was introduced by Mr. Vorsteap., That
bhill eame into the committee, and while we can not say what
happened there I can say it was but a few minutes after
the bill was presented to the whole committee when it was
voted out without any amendment, without any disenssion,
without reading for amendments, and reported to this House
for consideration.

Mr. BEE. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. IGOE. Yes, sir.

Mr. BEE. Will section 2, vesting power in the Secretary of
Agriculture, be of full force and effect if the amendment of the
gentleman from Minnesota Is adopted that takes it under the
operation of the law——

Mr., IGOE. I have not examined the amendment closely
enough, but in my judgment it is a strange proceeding when
you distinguish between an association organized under the

Will the gentleman yield?

Clayton Act and an assoclation organized under this act, but
here is what will happen: Just the moment a clamor goes up
in the country about the cost of any product of the farm, when-
ever you have a clamor such as we have had in the last 12
months, there is not a Secretary of Agriculture but who will
be compelled to make an investigation, and then he will have
to go into the business of every cooperative association in the
United States, and after he has summoned the officers here
and after he has examined all the books, after he has found
out the nature of their operations, then he will be able to de-
termine whether they are organized with or without capital

{ stock. How, then, does the amendment of the gentleman from

Minnesota relieve an association which is legal under existing
law from being harassed under section 27

Mr. HERSMAN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, IGOE. I will

Mr. HERSMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman, first, if
he is concerned for the interest of the farmer in stating that
the Secretary of Agriculture will investigate these——

Mr. IGOE. Oh, I am deeply concerned about increasing pro-
duction, and I am concerned about giving to the farmer a right
to legitimately form cooperative associations, but I am not
willing to give the farmer, the labor union, or the manufacturer
a right, as you give under this bill, to violate all the laws of the
United States that are binding upon other individuals and other
corporations.

Mr. HERSMAN. The first question the gentleman asked was,
What becomes of an association of which one member dies?

Mr. IGOE. What does become of it?

Mr. HERSMAN. I will tell you about it. In California—
bill;!?r' IGOE. Oh, I am asking what becomes of it under this

Mr. HERSMAN. I am going to tell you what becomes of it
in California and under this bill.

Under the laws of California you can make an agreement to
buy that stock. All the cooperative associations can preserve
their entity as cooperative associations purely and have .an
option to buy all that stock before a man can sell it.

Mr. IGOE. What becomes of the farmer then? :

Mr. HERSMAN. They have a right to buy that back,

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Assuming that this bill was a law,
and take a concrete case as to a crop with which I am
familiar; suppose there is an organization of cotton farmers
who produce cotton, and they are putting that cotton on the
market in the fall season; now, there is another element of
people who want cheap cotton through the exchanges or other-
wise; what would be the effect on the loeal market, and what
would be the effect of the price of the farmer’s cotton if these
people interested in beating down the price should file a sworn
case before the Secretary?

Mr. IGOE. It would ruin the market.

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. Would there be any market?

Mr, IGOE. Of course there would not be.

Here is a curious thing. Some of the gentlemen who want
this are milk producers—dairymen who are associated to-
gether—and they are complaining now because they say that
under the Clayton Act the district atforneys ask them about
their business and how they do it, and they want something
written into the law to make it certain that they can not be
asked about their business. And so the gentleman from Min-
nesota [Mr. VorLsTEAD] by section 1 assumes he meets it. But in
secfion 2 he gives the Secretary of Agriculture the right to go
and pry into their business every time he feels like it. I am
objecting to the provision in this bill, gentlemen, most of all,
in section 1, lines 8 to 11. That is the part I want to get this
House to vote on, because there is not any guestion in the world
but that it allows them not only to organize but after they are
organized to go and violate all the laws against trusts, monop-
olies, and unfair trade.

Here are some questions that we had before the committee,
I asked the attorney from California, Mr. Sapiro, who is a
bright, clever gentleman, the following questions:

I am simply asking you if the broad exemption in Mr. IErRSMAN’S bill
was thought necessary by you.

Mr, Sariro. The only exemption should be as to contracts between
the grower and the association.

Mr, IGOE. Accordithg to the language, Mr. HErsMAN is going to allow
them to roam around through the United States and do anything they
want in restraint of trade. That is the language of his bill.

Mr. Sariro, That is probably just loose language there. I am certain
he had in mind the preliminary contract betwecen the assoclation, as
such, and its growers.

Alr, IGoE, I was trying to get from you what you thought was abso-
]nftely necessary for the proper functioning of this assoclation that you
I .
eflr. Su?mo. The way we have covered it is to say any such organiza-
tions or the members thereof, or the contracts made between such
fﬁg::izntiunn and its members or stockholders shall not be held to be
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That, however, is not what this bill says. This bill allows
them to organize with capital stock, and then to go out as a
corporation and do anything they want ywithout regard to any
law,.

Now, let me tell you what was done out in California. The
brief I have here was filed with the Federal Trade Commis-
sion and refers to the fact that one of the raisin companies
went out into the trade and indulged in every sort of practice
that would do credit, or discredit, to the Standard Oil Co. or
any other trust. Among other things, they made a contract with
a distributing compauy by which the distributors took the prod-
uct of the raisin company at a certain price and agreed not to
handle the product of any rival growers. In the course of time
they could put anybody out of business.

Mr. BARBOUR. Was not that a case of fighting the devil
with fire?

Mr. IGOE. I do not say they did not have a hard time.
Bat let me tell you something. This bill affects all the people
of the United States, and the people who are fighting each
other with fire in California may be the same kind of people
who are found thraughout the United States jointly imposing
upon the unprotected consumer. The consumer is not the
millionaire, but he is the farmer also, and in many cases it is the
farmer who will suffer by this bill. They can go to the farmer,
as they did in California, and say, “ You come in and join us
or you can not do any business.” And if this cooperative asso-
ciation goes to do business with the ultimate salesman or mid-
dleman, it can say to him, “ You handle our stuff, but nobody
else’s,” and they can put the independent farmer out of
business.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I do not desire to eriticize these gentle-
men, but does not the gentleman think it bad practice for a
great committee such as the Committee on the Judiciary of
the House, of which he is the ranking minority member, to
report a bill of this importance to the House without any sug-
gestion that amendments would be offered? I learned from
members of the Rules Committee that no suggestion was made
that the bill was not unanimously reported.

Mr. IGOE. I will say that the committee never asked for
any rule officially. The chairman did it himself.

Mr. LONGWORTH. The House, it seems to me, should be
informed, where a bill of this importance comes in with a
unanimous report, that the bill has not unanimous support.

Mr. IGOE. There is no unanimous report. We offer a good
many sugeestions usually, but this bill went through the com-
mittee in a great hurry. I never knew until after they went
before the Rules Committee that a rule was to be asked for, I
voted against the proposition to suspend the rules the other day,
and you have a motion here to suspend the rules, and I am
against it. :

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 3

Mr, VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. McLAvGHLIN].

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed
to special legislation or legislation in behalf of any special class
and I would oppose this measure if I believed it would operate
to exempt farmers from the provisions of a just law, properly
intended to include them. Organizations such as is contem-
plated by this measure have been considered by some as con-
trary to the letter of the antitrust law, but I believe that no one
who knows anything about organizations of this kind or such
as would be possible under this bill would consider them con-
trary to the spirit of that law. Those who oppose this bill say
it will put farmers in a special, exempted class. I do not con-
sider this will operate as am exemption from the antitrust law.
I do not consider it as an exception at all, I consider it as a
definition of what are not objectionable organizations; a defini-
tion of entirely safe and proper organizations which are not
intended to be included and which are not in faet included in
antitrust laws.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Doxovan] a few minutes
ago said, as I understood him, that if this bill shall become law
it will conflict with antitrust laws of the States and thereby
cause- confusion. In many of the States there are antitrust
laws and overzealous officials in some of the States have caused
the arrest of officers of farm organizations and prosecutions
have followed. But in each instance, as far as my knowledge
extends, the court after full trial determined that farm organiza-
tions, the same as contemplated here, are not contrary to the
antitrust law of the State in which the trial was had. A trial
was had in thé gentleman’s own State, New York. Milk pro-
ducers were arrested, or rather, officers of milk producers' as-
sociations were arrested. What for? Not for combining in
restrdint of trade, not because they undertook to monopolize
the trade, not because they tried to fix unreasonable prices,

but because the farmers, acting through the officers of their
associations, were carrying on business with dealers in one of
the great cities of that State.

It developed on the trial that the farmers, through their
dairy organizations, were asking and receiving 7 or T cents a
quart for their milk, while the dealers in the city were dis-
tributing and selling it to consumers at from 15 to 18 cents
a quart. Consumers of the milk believed the farmers were re-
sponsible for and were receiving these improperly high prices,
whereas the farmers, by negotiation through their officers with
the city milk dealers, had simply obtained the best price the
dealers would pay; that is, the market price. They did noth-
ing by way of fixing the price; they sold for the available price.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Pardon me; I can not yield
in my time.

The same situation devéloped when farmers and dairymen in
the vicinity of the city of Cleveland were arrested. Officers of
the association were arrested, taken from their beds at the
dead of night, and thrown into jail. On the trial the dairy
officials were acquitted. There was the same kind of trial
with the same result in Chicago following the arrest of officers
of a dairy association composed of Illinois farmers.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired. ¢

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I yield to the gentleman one minute more.

Mr, McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. The chairman of the com-
mittee gives me one additional minute, in which time I wish to
say that in the cities where farmers have been arrested, charged
with violation of antitrust laws of the States, in each one it
was determined after trial that they were not acting in vio-
lation of law. And in one or two of the States in which such
organizations of farmers seemed to be a violation of law the
governors promptly ecalled special sessions of the legislatures,
and the legislatures amended the law so as to permit the or-
ganization of such associations. And in other States, at the
next regular session, amendments of the laws of those States
along the line of this bill were passed by the legislatures.,
[Applause.] The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Icoe] charges
that the Committee on the Judiciary has improperly failed and
refused to report out the original Capper-Hersman bill, which
was so generally approved by farmers and farm organizations.
The fact is, and the gentleman must know it, that after long
hearings and full consideration the bill we are now considering
was substituted for the Capper-Hersman bill, and substitution
was with the entire approval of the authors of the original bill
and with approval of farm organizations which appeared before
the committee, Mr. HErsaax has himself spoken here in sup-
port of this bill, and a few days ago, when I was before the
Committee on Rules of the House urging a rule by which this
bill might be considered and passed at this session, Mr. Loomis,
secretary of an association representative of farmers and farm
organizations, including the National Grange, was before the
Rules Committee and expressed approval of this bill on behalf
of the organizations he represents. So this bill is acceptable to
farmers; they believe it will enable them to market their prod-
ucts better than they can now; and that by better marketing
they will be able to get a larger part of the prices paid by con-
sumers. They wish to operate properly and always within the
law.

Mr. IGOE. Mr, Speaker, how much time have I remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes remaining.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. GArp].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for
four minutes.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. LoxaworTH] made an inquiry about this bill,
and referred to the fact of there being a unanimous report upon
it. I consulted Webster's Unabridged Dictionary and found
under the word * prudential ” this quotation:

My lord admiral had a prudential eye to the main chance.

This explains the sudden disappearance of the Capper-Hers-
man bill and the Barbour bill and all other bills on which hear-
ings were had before the Committee on the Judiciary. The
only bills on which hearings were had were bills .hat were
heard in October, 1919. No hearings were had on this bill,
which now comes out “ for prudential reasons” under the name
of the Volstead Act. That answers the inquiry of the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LoxeworTH].

Now, I desire to say, Mr, Speaker, that we find ourselves face
to face, by the extraordinary process of the suspension of the
rules, with the consideration of a bill which should be amended,
and yet which under this rule we have no power to amend.
We set aside the bill introduced by the gentleman from Cali-

e
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fornia [Mr. Bagsorr] and the bill introduced by another gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Hersmax], and the bill of Sena-
tor CarpeEr, on which hearings were had; and I pause long
enough to say that I hold in my hand a motion to recommit,
which I intended to offer under the parliamentary practice,
which I would have offered under the ordinary rules of pro-
cedure, submitting to the House the so-called Capper-Hersman
bill ; & motion to recommit embodying fhe entire Capper-Hers-
man bill. which was also, I belive, the bill of the gentleman
from California [Mr. Barpovr]. And yet under the extraordi-
nary rule—the rule which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
MANN] so well said on Saturday was a rule that the Republican
majority would find themselves facing, we are now up against
Jjust what he said would occur, and that is the consideration of
measures without the power of proper amendment.

Here is a bill which should be amended. It has good fea-
tures, and many Members want to vote for it. But it should
be amended. Yet it is an unconsidered bill, a bill upon which
no hearings were had, a bill upon whieh no opportunity was

| given for a minority report, a bill upon which the committee

‘ as a committee never asked for a rule from the Committee on

Rules. None of these parlinmentary processes were ever in-

dulged in with respect to it. None has ever heen asked. And

yet under the extraordinary process of the suspension of all

| rules we now come in, we throw aside the hearings, we throw

aside the considered merits of the Capper-Hersman bill and of

the Barbour bill, and we present to this House an unconsidered

bill, an ill-considered bill, without the slightest opportunity for
amendment.

I have asked the gentleman in charge of the bill—

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired. .

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gentle-
man from West Virginia [Mr. GoobyKooNTZ].

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia is recog-
: nized for four minutes.

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Mr. Speaker, public morals, crystal-
*lized into the common law, condemned as illegal every combina-
tion and conspiracy in restraint of trade. This doctrine was
recognized and reinforced by the Congress when it passed the
Sherman law and the Elkins Antitrust Act. More recently
there has crept into our laws an exception as to those who
market foodstuff, whereby the latter are exempted from the
operation of the statute, but they are subject to the provisions
of the Lever Act, which gives the President power to regulate
the price and distribution not only of food supplies but also
of fuel and clothing. That power has not been exercised in the
direction of reducing the cost of these necessaries of life. The
I'resident intervened as to coal and fixed the price of that com-
modity below the average cost of production. The price of
wheat was also fixed by law. But as regards cotton, sugar, and
rice grown in the South, there was no regulation as to price.
Thus favored by the administration and immune from prosecuy-
tion, the southern planters shrewdly combined, and as a result
the prices of cotton goods, sugar, and rice have been guad-
rupled. As a further resulf, a great cry—the combined voice
of millions—has gone up, denouncing the profiteer and ecalling
upon Congress to do something to reduce the cost of living.

Great numbers of our people are sorely pressed from the ex-
tortions that are being practiced upon them. In the presence
of the nation-wide affliction of high prices, men have the au-
dacity to ask me to support this measure. If the bill should
become law the practices denounced as immoral at common
law, and made criminal under previous laws of Congress,
would be legalized, and the price-fixing of food and raiment
validated. The country would see organized, under the terms
of the act, gigantic food and clothing trusts, vestéd with power
to charge whatever their sweet will dictated and to grind under
their iron heed every family in the land. The giants thus un-
chained would be harnessed up, not by farmers—the honest
yeomanry of the country—but be harnessed up and manipulated
by the same men—the profiteers—who now have their felonious
fingers in the pockets of the people.

No farmer or farmer’s organization has asked me to support
this bill. I would be glad to support any measure that would
encourage or assist the farmer, for his hardships are many.
This 1 know from experience, but I will not vote to make law-
ful that which, by its very nature, is unlawful.

The question is, How far are we going to permit demagogy
in this Houge to proceed? Shall we make abortive every effort
of Congress, the country, and the administration to reduce the
high ecost of living? Shall we put into the hands of men the
absolute, consummate power to charge for the necessaries of
life whatever they may want to charge?

Mr. KEARNS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. I will yield.

Mr. KEARNS. I wish the gentleman would suggest to the
House what effort the Department of Justice has made to eut
down the high cost of living,

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. Well, the department has made a
little headway. Recently the department caused to be indicted
a grocery jobbing company organized in my State for buying six
carloads of sugar at 14 cents and selling the same at 30 cents
per pound.

Mr. KEARNS. When did the company buy the sugar at the
price of 14 cents per pound? The Department of Justice gave
the sugar producers the right to charge 18 cents per pound.

Mr. GOODYKOONTZ. The sugar was bought by the jobber
long ago, but delivered and resold at a date guite recent.
Attorney General by his own hand wrote the bill to amend the
Lever Act and sent the same here and we passed it—my recollee-
tion is without any change in the language. If the law does
not have teeth in it, or if the law is not being enforced, it is not
the fault of Congress. The blame is chargeable to the adminis-
tration, of which the Department of Justice is part, and not to
us. Congress can make law, but it has no power to enforce it.
[Applause.]

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a word.
It is suggested that the Capper-Hersman bill was thrown in
the wastebasket. Senator Carper has introduced this very bill
in the Senate, and Mr. HersymMaAN has spoken to-day in favor of
the bill. Every organization that was back of the Capper-
Hersman bill is, so far as known, back of this bill. An appeal
for the passage of the Capper-Hersman bill is an appeal for the
defeat of all legislation.

Mr. RAKER. WIill the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. VOLSTEAD. I can not yield now. It seems to me that
we ought to treat the farmers fairly instead of sneering at
them, as some have done in this debate. They ought not to be
prosecuted nor persecuted for doing the only thing that will
give them a fair deal. We only ask that they may be given the
rights that they are accorded in every other country. Congress
ought to have the fairness to insist that they be given the means
to protect themselves, so a few middlemen do not rob them of
their profits. The commission merchants are the ones that are
making the profits now and fighting this bill. Can you afford
to ignore the demand of the farmers for this legislation and
suffer so great and vital an industry to be exploited by these
men? You are not going to do it. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules
and passing the bill.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry:

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARD. What is the legislative status of the present bill
if the motion to suspend the rules does not pass, it having been
considered under a rule?

The SPEAKER. If the House refuses to suspend the rules
and pass the bill it stands with the previous question ordered
for a third reading.

Mr. IGOE. Mr. Speaker, T demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered. {

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 234, nays 5R,
answered * present " 3, not voting 132, as follows:

The _

YEAB—234.
Almon Christopberson  Foster Jones, I’a,
Anderson Clark, Mo, = Frear Jones, Tex,
Andrews, Nebr,  Classon Freeman Kahn
Anthony Cleary French Kearns
Ashbrook Copley Fuller, I1L Keller
Ayres Crago Gandy Kelley, Mich.
Bankhead 1'r1limt0n I{Iitrland l(;ncheloe
rhour Crisp 3lynn <in

e Currie, Mich, Goodwin, Ark.  Kinkaia
Bee Darrow Green, Iowa Knutson
Be Davis, Minn, ireene, Vi, Kraus
Beﬁg’ Davis, Teun, Hadley Krelder
Benhsm Dempsey ITamilton Lampert
Benson Denison | Harrison Lanham
Black Ilent ITaugen Larsen
Blackmon Dickinson, Mo. Hawley Layton
Bland, Ind. Dickinson, Iowa Hays Lea, Calif.
Bland, Va. Dominick Heflin Lee, Ga.
Blanton Doughton Hersey Lonergan °
Boies Dowell ITersman Longworth

0X Drewry Hickey Luhring
Brand Dunbar Hicks McArthur
Briggs I}f'er Hoeh MeDuffie
Brooks, 111, Elliott Hoey MeFadden
Brooks. I'a. Esch Holland McKengie
Browne Evans, Mont Howard cKeown
Burdick Evans, Nebr Huddleston . McLaughlin, Mich,
Burroughs Fairfield Hudspeth MecLaughlin, Nebr.
Bautler Fess Hull, lowa McPherson
Campbell, Eans. Fields ITull, Tenn. MacGregor
Candler Fisher Jacoway Ma
Cannon "lood Johnson, Ky. Major
Carss Focht Johnson, 8. Duk. Mann, 111,
Chindblom Fordney Johnson, Wash, Mann, 8, C.
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';.I[?phes {mgt g{mculal %‘};esﬁ:ar ﬁr. l‘éu«m with Mr. Crarx of Flof-ida.
chener orter nelair r. GraniMm of Pennsylvania with Mr. STEELE.
Mill T 11 Sinnott Vestal ;
Milligan ouin® e NIRBe Mr, MacCraTE with Mr. SEams.
i}onﬁhﬁn, Wis, .éa{ney, ﬁh'i' %mi?ﬁ. }rl]la.ho fo}s}md Mr. Kenparr with Mr. CAsEY.
onde ainey, H, T, Smith, TIL rols Mr. Hron with Mr, Dupre,
Snell Ward
i{ggﬁ;‘%ﬁ_ g::::e -ii’ﬁmn w:E?n Mr. Strong of Pennsylvania with Mr. CampreLL of Pennsyl-
Motgsu II:,tmga];, %afif. s?;:.edmnn : %’e%&er vania. S
ott andall, eenerson ebster
Mudd Rayburn Stevenson Welling 11\;1-. IS“‘m with Mr. Mays.
Murphy Reavis toll Welty r. STEPHENS of Ohio with Mr. Wixco.
l\\:efly ~ {{eeg, i‘\I‘_ 1; Strong, Knni.sh- gﬁgﬁr ]ﬁ[r. Rmpick with Mr. Braxp of Missouri.
Nelson, Mo. teed, a Summers, W Ehe Ir. Axprews of Maryland with Mr. VENABLE.
N 3 T White, Kans, 2
Nﬁf‘{;‘.‘n ‘}}.ﬁ, ﬁi,“,;';ﬁf,‘;, Ky. 1.%?&"“‘ £x: White, Me. Mr. Kexnepy of Ithode Island with Mr. TAGUE.
Nolan enberg Bwo Williams Mr. Youne of North Dakota with Mr. RUCKER.
8{?““‘] Tonina R i, e Mr. Morrx with Mr. Saxpers of Louisiana
ver plor, Lolo, o .
Osborrie Ronse Tm’npte Wise. Mr. Yares with Mr. SMITHWICK.
?“Smtmet :gubgy o ¥Eomus Rjggg. In%. Mr. BAer with Mr, MANSFIELD.
*adgett anders, In hompson voods, Mr. Warsoxy with Mr. NicHOLLS.
Park Banders, N, Y. Timberlake Wright y
Parker Schall Tincher . Mr. STINESS with Mr. MEAD.
Parrish Scott Towner Mr. Paige with Mr. KiTcHIN.
NAYS—DB8. Mr. McCrrrocH with Mr. BrixsoN.
ﬁkmi:lnan gdnﬁznngs' illglt_la; gaiabatih Mr., Bowers with Mr. O'CoNNog.
we allagher ege Mr. Reser with Mr. DEWALT,
Babk Ganl Merritt Smith, N. X. <y -
B:ch:nnn Gﬂu’;r Minahan, N, J.  Stephens, Miss. Mr. Kreczra with Mr. ScUuLLy.
galdwall garant‘: o g;ggney = %mlflr:laﬁ Mr. Govrp with Mr. SHERWoOD.
arew ioodykoon res, Ind. in Mr. CrowTHER with Mr. GALLIVAN
Coad Humphreys Newton, Minn, Vaile s A
Colligr llustgd A 0'Connell Walsh Mr, StEmp with Mr. KETTNER.
goﬁuaﬂy %goe ?}gﬁen gniiel;ss Mr, Goop with Mr. SaALL,
ullen LAZAr0 L Mr. Kmess with Mr. OLNEY.
Lac , La,
s e ot SRR kil s Mr. SHREVE with Mr. Joa~son of Mississippi.
Enn‘in ;{(réaiadrews %obimwn, N.C. Young, Tex. Mr. HouvcHTON with Mr. BooHER.
agle ennon ogers Mr. SaxrForp with Mr. Joux W. RAINEY.
Echols McKliniry - 1}"“’9 ol Mr. Kerry of Pennsylvania with Mr. LINTHICUM.
2 Dﬁ““”iﬁi" IP‘:ESE"T =8 Mr. TRELAND with Mr. McCLANE.
Gard e . 9 Mr, Curry of California with Mr. LESHER.
2 ey ks M:TUT VOTI;';\:,},,,:;?} SRR . * Mr. Harpy of Colorado with Mr. Dorexus,
ndrews, Xd. Snes ' odes Mr, Dare with Mr. BRUMBAUGH
hi h Evans, Nev. Kennedy, R, 1. Riddick b
;'i’:ﬁr““"' F;rri:' Kettner Riordan Mr. Burke with Mr. CARAWAY.
I};ilal:‘d, Mo. ?‘;‘;Hfrhﬁu-ﬂ' Ei‘::?x 2 {tg:é::— Mr. Griest with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada.
ooher ¥ Mr. Gooparr with Mr. HaMILL.
Godwin, Kleczka landers,
b Goldfogle Langley Neatorg Mr, Gramax of Illinois with Mr. GOLDFOGLE.
Britten Good kf Scully Mr. Masox with Mr. Byr~es of South Carolina.
%ﬁ?ﬂbaﬂgh 83?;’3“ I.ehlk;:ch . g:ﬁ:s Mr. JOHNSON of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, I am paired on
Byrn Graham, TIL. Linthicum Sherwood this bill, and I desire to answer “ present.”
Byrns, Tenn. (‘rahmh Little g}:mve_ Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea,” but was not advertent
Campbell, Pa.  Gfiem % Moo Sronl to the fact that 1 was paired with the gentleman from West Vir-
Caraway Griffin McKinley Smith, Mich, ginia, Mr. Woomruw, so I deslre to withdraw my vote and to
Carter Hamill McLane Smithwick answer “ present.”
Clari, Fla. Hardy, Tex. Madden - Stacler Mr. ROUSE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. CANTRILL, is
Cole Harreld Mansfield Stephens, Ghig absent, but he has authorized me to state that if he were pres-
Cooper _ }}astainss Mason g?nm 15 ent he would vote “ yea.
gl?gafﬁ;; - H?Enggdez ﬂgﬁ gu‘i‘]’ﬁ,ﬁ'n The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.
i ! = - aon ague i
Bl Houghton Moore, Ohio Taylor, Tenn, LEAVE TO EXTEND BEMARKS.
Davey, Bomn Morig VL Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
Dooling Ireland O’Connor YVenable mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the bill
Doremus Ja&zega glliw&’ glatsou just passed.
!Bﬂa;}nrg ﬂgh"nmn.n. Y. R: clifte Woodyard The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
Eagan i]{u?ll b Eag::g. J.W. ‘%ates et mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the bill
SWOT elly, Pa. a yer oung, N. f 9
%iﬁzr: th e s Zin Jjust passed. Is there objection .

So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus-
pended and the Dbill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On this vote:

Mr., McKixcey and Mr. Saore of Michigan (for) with Mr.
Svrrivax (against).

Mr. Moore of Ohio and Mr. Haroy of Texas (for) with Mr,
GreesE of Massachusetts (against).

Mr. Por and Mr. Moox (for) with Mr. Woobyarp (against).

Mr. Hastings and Mr, Carrer (for) with Mr. DooLiNg
(against).

Mr, DAVEY and Mr, Caxtrirn (for) with Mr. Vare (against).

Mr. McCrintic and Mr. Ferris (for) with Mr. RIORDAN
(against).

Mr. HurcHIinsox and Mr. Bacuaraca (for) with Mr, JouN-
sTon of New York (against).

Mr. Laxkxrorp and Mr, CooreEr (for) with Mr. Rowax
(against).

Until further notice:

Mr, Ruaopes with Mr, TILLMAN,

Mr. SxypEr with Mr. GRIFFIN,

Mr, CorE with Mr, HAYDEN.

Mr. HErxaxpEz with Mr., Gopwix of North Carolina.

Mr, Erston with Mr. DrRANE

Mr, Hargerp with Mr, Byaxs of Tennessee.

There was no objection.

Mr. HUMPHREYS. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks on the bill.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi makes the
same request. Is there objection?

There was no objection. L

Mr. YOUNG of Texas. I make the same request.

The SPEAKER., The gentleman from Texas makes the same
request, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RAKER. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the bill
just passed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

REVENUES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBEIA,

Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker's table H. R. 7158, the so-called half-and-
half bill for the District of Celumbia, disagree to the Senate
amendment, and ask for a conference.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the half-and-half
bill, disagree to the Senate amendment, and ask for a confer-

ence, The Clerk will report the bill by title,
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The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 7158) to provide for
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I should like to ask the gentleman if this bill does not make
permanent law the old half-and-half system of taxation?

Mr. MAPES. _It does not.

Mr. BLANTON. Does it carry out the gentleman’s idea of
what taxation in the District of Columbia should be?

Mr. MAPES. The Senate amendment does not.

Mr. BLANTON. What does the Senate amendment do, if i
does not restore the old half-and-half system?

Mr. MAPES. The Senate amendment repeals the existing
law which limits the estimates of the commissioners to twice
the estimated revenue raised by taxation in the Distriet of
Columbia and provides for a changeable tax rate, depending
upon the budget.

Mr. BLANTON. If the Senate amendment should be adopted
by the House conferees, then would the Government of the
United States continue to pay half the expenses of running the
District of Columbia, as has been done heretofore?

Mr. MAPES. If the House conferees and the House accepted
the Senate amendment, it would.

Mr. BLANTON. Is there any chance of the House conferees
accepting the Senate amendment without giving the House a
vote on it?

Mr, MAPES. I do not imagine there is.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman agree to give the House
a chance to vote on the matter before he accepts the Senate
amendment ?

Mr. MAPES. Oh, I do not think there is any ocecasion for
making such an agreement. The conferees know the attitude
of the membership of the House on the question, and, personally,
they are as much opposed to this half-and-half principle as
anyone. d

Mr. BLANTON. I object, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects.

Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent to address the House
for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. PLATT. Mr, Speaker, yesterday I received a telegram
announcing the death of Hon. Thomas W. Bradley, my prede-
cessor in Congress. He was an honored Member of this House
for 10 years, 1903 to 1913, and died at his home at Walden, in
Orange County, N. Y., where he has been living since his
retirement. Col. Bradley was a veteran of the Civil War and a
medal of honor man, having received his medal of honor for
gallantry on the field at Chancellorsville, where he volunteered,
though only a boy of 17, to go forward toward the Confederate
lines and to take from a fallen mule ammunition cases which
had been strapped to the mule and bring them back under fire.
According to the medal of honor book, during part of the time
that he was coming back, carrying the almmunition ecases, he
turned around and faced the foe, walking backward. The Con-
federate soldiers, always admiring bravery, ceased firing at him
and cheered. [Applause.]
such a soldier should have died on Decoration Day.

Col. Bradley was born in England in 1844. He came to this
country at the age of 2 years. He enlisted in the One hundred
and twenty-fourth New York Infantry as a mere boy and re-
turned a captain before he was 21 years of age. He was
wounded in battle three times, at Gettysburg, at the Wilder-
ness, and at Boylton Plank Road. He became after the Civil
War a successful manufacturer of knives, and, entering polities,
served several terms in the New York State Assembly before
his election to Congress. In the House of Representatives he
served on the Committee on Invalid Pensions and on the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. Many Members of this House re-
member him, and many have spoken to me about him in terms
of warm friendship and affection. Ie was a man of peculiarly
lovable disposition, the idol of the people of his home town and
county, and at the same time a man of strong convictions and
sturdy character. I want to make acknowledgment here before
men who know him that I personally owe much to his friend-
ship and kindly advice.

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT ¥OR HIS APPROVAL.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that on May 29 they had presented to the President of the
United States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R.11960. An act making appropriations for the Diplo-
matic and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1921; and

It seems particularly fitting that

H. R.13416. An act making appropriations for the payment
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes,

MESSAGE TROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dudley, its enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives was requested :

H. R. 2. An act to pension soldiers of the War with Spain,
the Philippine insurrection, and the China relief expedition.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
bills of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the
House of Representatives was requested :

S, 2279. An act to authorize the addition of certain lands to
the Humboldt National Forest ;

S.4435. An act to authorize officers of the naval service
to accept offices with compensation and emoluments from Gov-
ernments of the Republics of South America; and

S.-4259. An act to provide further for the relief of war
minerals producers and to amend an act entitled “An act to
provide relief in cases of contracts connected with the prosecu-
'EIO:I!IQ 10; the war and for other purposes,” approved February
2, 2

SENATE BILLS REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to
their appropriate committees as indicated below : T

S. 4435. An act to authorize officers of the naval sertvice to
accept offices with compensation and emoluments from Gov-
ernments of the Republics of South America; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

8.4259. An act to provide further for the relief of war
minerals producers and to amend an act entifled * An aect to
pravide relief in cases of contracts connected with the prosecu-
tion of the war, and for other purposes,” approved February
2, 1919 ; to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

5. 2279. An act to authorize the addition of certain lands to
the Humboldt National Forest; to the Committee on 1’ublic
Lands.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
FreeEMAN, until further notice, on account of illness in his
family. \ =

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. MacGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks on the bill which has jusé been passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I make the
same request. .

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

CALENDAR FOR UNANIMOUS CONSENT.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the first bill on the
Calendar for Unanimous Consent.

SEQUOIA NATIONAL PARE, CALIF.

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (H. R. 5006) to add certain lands to the Sequoia
National Park, Calif., and to change the name of said park to
Roosevelt National Park.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, are we now proceeding with the
call of the Calendar for Unanimous Consent by virtue of the
suspension rule that we passed?

The SPEAKER. We are.

AMr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be passed over without prejudice. The gentleman from
California [Mr. ErsTox], in charge of the bill, is away with
the Indian Committee.

The SPEAKER. The gentlemran from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be passed over without prejudice. Is
there objection?

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, this
bill has been on the top of the calendar for a long time. Are
we to continue it there, or is it going to the foot of the calendar?

Mr., SINNOTT. I would like to have it continued until the
gentleman returns, as he has been negotiating with the Forestry
Department and the Park Service concerning the matter.

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman return be-
fore the 5th? b

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he will not.

Mr. SINNOTT. T have no information about that.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will
ask that the bill go to the foot of the calendar the chances are
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that nobody will object to it, but if he is going to keep it at
the head of the calendar there may be objection.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman insists, then
T ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice, to go to the
foot of the calendar.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

BUILDINGS AT CAMP FUNSTON, KANS.

The next husiness on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent
was the bill (8. 3706) authorizing the Secretary of War to make
settlement with the lessees who erected buildings on a five-
vear lease on the zone at Camp Funston, Kans., and for other
purposes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr., WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
this seems to be a rather important measure. I have forgotten
just how much it involves. Can the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. AxTHONY] give us that information?

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I do not think there will be
a great amount invelved in this bill. The bill as it passed
the Senate authorizes the Secretary of War to adjust the
damages these lessees have suffered. They are men who
erected buildings on the zone at Camp Funston for mercantile
pursuits and amusement enterprises for the soldiers at the
camps. They were given a five-year lease. They erectsd these
buildings at their own expense. After a lapse of about three
years they were ordered off the reservation. The Government
is now occupying the buildings, and fhe lessees are asking that
they be recompensed for the amount they have lost, for the
balance of their lease—that is, the amount they have lost in
the construction of the buildings.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan,
tleman yield?

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes.

AMr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan., Under this bill will these
people be permitted to claim a recovery for prospective profits?

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not think so.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Isthere any doubt aboutit?

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, the War Department:

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. I object.

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, I wish the gentleman would wait a
moment and let me answer the question. The War Department
las consistently ruled in adjusting all of the large contracts
growing out of the war that they will not allow anything for
prospective profits, and we assume that they will not change
their poliey.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Will the gentleman explain
why he answered my question by saying that he did not know
whether they would or not?

Mr. ANTHOXY. It is impossible to tell what the Secretary
of War will do. It is to be assumed that he will do the sensible
thing. He has not paid prospective profits to anyone, and I
assume that he will adhere to that policy.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Would the gentleman assent
to an amendment that these profits shall not be permitted?

Mr. MANN of lllinois. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will
permit, I do not think that this is necessarily guiding, but the
following statement is made in a letter of the Secretary of
War relating to this bill:

If these expenditures were made at the instance of the commanding
general of the camp and were in the interest of the soldiers at the
camp, it would seem equitable to authorize the Becretary of War to
pay such sums, not in excess of actual losses, as is pecessary to reim-
burse the holders of these licenses or leases.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan. Actual losses. Does it
mean losses 1in - construction or losses of profit which they
anticipated ?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Oh, well, losses of profits would be
prospective losses. Actual losses, I take it, under any con-
struction would only relate to money actually invested and lost.

Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Michigan., Would not the gentleman
from Illinois think it is safer, in view of the hands into which
this is to go for construction, to have it written into the law
that profits should not be allowed?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, in order to save time, I object.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I do not say it would not be, but
under the letter of the Secretary of War——

The SPEAKER. Objection is heard.

AMENDMESNT TO HOMESTEAD LAW, ALASKA.

The next business in order on the Calendar for Unanimous
Consent was the bill (H. R. 10806) to provide for the abolition
of the 80-rod reserved shore spaces between claims on shore
waters in Alaska.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. Speaker, will the gen-

Mr. GARD. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, who is in charge of this bill?

Mr. SINNOTT. The gentleman from Alaska [Mr. Gricssy]
is not here, but probably I can answer the question.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like fo ask
this question: This is a reservation which was made on the
shores of the Alaska coast, which was in a way the culmina-
tion of many contests and years of efforts in this House and
in the Government to preserve the right of navigation, and so
forth, on the shores of Alaska and to prevent monopoly there,
There was a long fight over it. I believe one Secretary of the
Interior went out as the result, probably, of that fight. A
good many reputations were possibly made or damaged; and
when the bill passed the House gave certain rights, and this
reservation was made to protect the water. Now, I do not
pretend to be familiar with the present situation, but I won-
dered whether the Committee on the Public Lands, I think pos-
sibly all the members of which have come into the Holse since
the original legislation, were familiar with the contests and the
reasons for this.

Mr. SINNOTT. I think the theory of this bill is that no one
gets an entry of this kind as a matter of right. The Secretary
of Agriculture will not eliminate any land from the forest
for entry under the first part of the bill if it is needed for
shore or dock rights. Then, under the second part of the bill
the Secretary of the Interior in a proper case will permit the
entry, but the applicant does not procure the entry as a matter
of right.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The original law—the gentleman has
not answered the question, possibly may not have the informa-
tion—was designed to proteet the public by reserving certain
spaces between places which were made by private individuals
or by corporations or by individuals for the benefit of corpora-
tions, so no one could get a monopoly on some of these ports;
at some places where navigation could be had, so no one would
have the right to gain a monopoly of the shore line where
vessels could come in. Now, I say I am not familiar with the
present situation, but certainly the answer of the gentleman
is hardly sufficient, because there was a reason for the enact-
ment of the law. Now, if Congress made a mistake about if,
and it may have made a mistake at the time, somebody ought
to tell us so and why. I do not know, but it was the delib-
erate judgmenti at the time. This wasg not hastily enacted;
it was not carelessly enacted; it was not enacted without
knowledge of what they were doing.

Mr. SINNOTT. I have no knowledge of the old law except
what the gentleman from Illinois has given to me. We were
informed by both departments that they could protect the
situation. Here is the gentleman from Alaska now, and he
perhaps can answer the gentleman’s question.

Mr. GRIGSBY. Wehat is the question?

Mr. SINNOTT. The question was in reference to the
original law, which the gentleman from Illinois sa